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Between the Candidates ? 


(Reprinted from VALLEY EVENING MONITOR, McAllen, Texas) 


There probably has never been a time in American history 
when the American voter had so little to choose between in a 
national presidentia] election, 

Great numbers of presumably conservative Americans expressed 
themselves as ‘‘shocked” over the outright socialistic and commu- 
nistic policies presented in the Democratic Party platform, 

But if conservative Americans fancy there is some kind of 
refuge to be found in the “‘good old party’* of Abe Lincoln hue, 
they are going to have to suffer a profound disillusionment, 
Ever since Nixon and Rockefeller got together on that fateful day 
in July, the Republicans have been out and out exponents for the 
very same things the Democrats have called for. 

Nixon and Kennedy stand for exactly the same things, The only 
choice open to the Americans is one based upon personalities and 
personal preferences, So far as issues are concerned, there 
isn’t any difference, worthy of comment, : 

Let’s take a good look at the Republican position, 

How is it on business? 

There is to be bigger than ever government with ‘‘massive new 
federal spending and loose money policies,..” End ‘“‘feather- 
bedding practices by labor and business"’ both of which objectives 
will require new governmental bureaus and new tax money, 

How about the budget? 

The Republicans want to see the budget in balance except in 
war or recession, In other words, government spending is to be 
used if the inflation halts or if war comes, No possible surcease 
from pain for the wage earner or the business man is to be found 
here under GOP control. 

How about labor? 

The Republicans want to “give labor-reform laws a tryout 
before bringing any change,"’ They call for corrections of ‘‘de- 
fects’ in the Welfare and Pension Plans Disclosure Act, with 
nothing done to eliminate the basic flaws, They want to compel 
a new minimum wage level] and they seek to extend it to ‘‘several 
million’ more workers, 

They seek to assure ‘‘equal pay for equal work regardless of 
sex."’ (See the Russian Constitution for proper wording.) 

How about the farm program? 

There is to be a “crash research program"’ launched at tax- 
payers’ expense, ‘Rigid controls" for farming are to be rejected 
but there is to be an increase in soil-bank activities, 

What about the old folks? 

_ Social Security under the Republicans is to be expanded and 
liberalized," There will be no age minimum now on disability 
benefits. 

What about health? 

Federal aid for building schools of medicine, dentistry, public 
health and nursing is in the works, Government is to get more 
power to combat water pollution, Also, the federal government 
will get into the air pollution problem. More power, bigger bur- 
eaus, larger expenditures of tax money called for all around. 

What about education? 

Federal aid for building government schools and college build- 
ings. Student loans and fellowship programs are to be enlarged 
at taxpayers’ expense, A new commission is to be created to 
advise the president, 

Natural resources? 

Mining industries are to be subsidized, New water projects 
are to be developed, A ‘‘Mission 76"* program to improve national 
park facilities is to be launched when the present ‘*Mission 66" 
program winds up, Those bureaucrats mustn't lose their jobs, 

There’s to be a citizens’ board to “inventory’’ federal lands 


and study future federal requirements for parks and other recrea-. 


tional areas, More tax money needed for these things, 

If all the above looks strikingly like the Democratic Party 
platform we can only say that we suspect the similarity is inten- 
tional and not accidental, The Republicans have pretty well con- 
Cluded that the way to win and hold office is to go the socialist 
route, The Democrats decided that during the days of FDR's 


me, 
a where does an anti-socialist or anti-communist go? 


(Reprinted from the WALL 
STREET JOURNAL) 


So far in this campaign, the 
vital issue of atomic weapons 
testing has received only pas- 
sing attention from the can- 
didates, Yet the question of 
whether testing, suspended for 
almost two years, shouldbe re- 
sumed will be one of the most 
important facing the next Presi- 
dent, 

Since the U.S, began its self- 
imposed moratorium and laun- 
ched negotiations with the So- 
viets for a test-ban treaty, 
most politicians have been con- 
tent to voice pious hopes for 
‘progress’ toward agreement 
and to let the emotion-charged 
issue drift, The failure of the 
Geneva talks, now recessed be- 
cause of Soviet intransigence, 
has made such pat statements 
obsolete, 

Our decision to halt testing 
in 1958 was based on the assum- 
ption tha’ the Soviets wanted an 
effective treaty as much as we 
did; that such an agreement 
might break the disarmament 
deadlock and thereby would out- 
weigh any damage the test-ban 
caused to our weapons tech- 
nology. But our decision could 
be revoked, and the President 
has, in fact, done so, He has 
warned that the U.S, may re- 
sume tests, although he is not 
likely to order them before next 
January and so commit the in- 
coming administration, 

Thus, the next President will 
be faced with abundant evidence 





that, contrary to our assump- 
tion of 1958, the Soviets want 
what they already have -- an 
uninspected test-ban that ham- 
pers U.S, weapons’ development 
and affords them the oppor- 
tunity to test within their closed 
society -- and do not intend to 
sign a treaty that would open 
the Soviet Union to effective in- 
ternationa] inspection, And he 
will be forced to choose be- 
tween continued drift, with the 
possibility that the Soviets are 
secretly moving toward a wea-: 
pons* breakthrough, and a re- 
sumption of testing to improve 


‘our arsenal of tactical weapons. 


This is a hard decision for 
politicians; neither the party 
Platforms nor the candidates 
have yet moved beyond hopes of 
“progress” toward a treaty, 
What makes discussion of test- 
ing difficult is the climate of 
fear Moscow has inspired con- 
cerning radioactive fall-out,' 
The U.S, could resume testing 
under conditions that eliminate 
the danger of fallout, a simple 
fact not grasped by those who 
have been bombarded by stories 
about Strontium-90 sifting from 
the skies, 

So, to the extent that a de- 
cision affecting our security is 
shaped by fear, ignorance and 
near-hysteria, Moscow has won 
a victory, That is all the more 
reason why Mr, Nixon and Mr. 
Kennedy should take the wraps 
off the issue of testing and pub- 
licly air the impact of an unin- 
spected moratorium on U.S, 
preparedness. 


(Reprinted trom New Orleans STATES-ITEM) 








The U.S. or the U.N. ? 


(Reprinted from THE INDIANAPOLIS STAR) 





“Competition in elections is another word for freedom," 
---The Hon, Nelson S, Dilworth 
California State Senator 





Who Are the Men 
On the Fourth Floor? 


(Reprinted from MANCHESTER (N,H,) UNION LE ADER) 

Senator Dodd of Connecticut and Senator’ 
Eastland of Mississippi have charged that the U. S. 
foreign policy which put Castro in power and 
brought the Communist menace to our doorstep 
was dictated not by President Eisenhower or Sec- 
retary of State Herter but by unnamed subordi- 
nates in the State Department, “The Men on the 
Fourth Floor.” 


Who are these men who are putting this na- 
tion in such deadly peril? Is the Fourth Floor a 
Jaunching pad for subversion and treasonable poli- 
cies aimed to bring about this nation’s downfall? 


JOE McCARTHY WAS SOUNDLY SCOLD- 
ED AND FINALLY BROKEN FOR DARING TO 
SAY THAT THERE WERE SUBVERSIVES IN 
THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 

Certainly what has happened to this country 
since McCarthy's death indicates that there are 
either subversives there or some of the stupidest 
people that were ever born. 

Entirely asidé from the menace of Russian 
missile bases in Cuba, 90 miles from our mainland, 
U. S. citizens have lost a “little” matter of a bil- 
lion dollars’ worth of their property to this crazy 
beatnik who poses as the dictator of Cuba. 


Indeed the American public is entitled to an 
answer to the question: “WHO ARE THE MEN 
ON THE FOURTH FLOOR?” 


The day, hour and minute will come, probably 
within the next few years, when Americans must decide 
whether they value the United States more than they 
value the United Nations. The time is very close when 
the world organization will be anti-American in its 
voting, its policies and its planning. Admission of 16 
more nations to the U.N. this year heralds the change. 


News dispatches are already telling of the efforts of 
Communist Chinese agents to gain the allegiance of the 
new nations, including many of which the average 
American has never heard. Most of them are in Africa. 
Also, most of them are as primitive as the Congo. They 
know little of the philosophies of government or the 
principles of freedom; their motivating force is a patho- 
logical hatred of “white men.” This is why Red Chi-’ 
nese, instead of Red Russians, are doing the missionary 
job for communism. 


Each of the new nations will have ah equal voice 
with the United States in the U.N. general assembly. 
Their combined vote, along with that of present mem- 
bers who oppose this country, will be enough to admit 
-Red China to the U.N. An anti-Western, anti-U.S, ma- 
jority i} as certain as taxes. The dominatiag*influence 
will be the Kremlin, ably seconded by its Red Chinese 
partners. 

If the United States remains in the U.N. under such 
conditions, keeping its participation on the present scale, 
it will mean that American taxpayers will be financing 
a series of world-wide programs whose sole purpose is 
will mea that every single U.N. agency which ie largely 

mean every single U.N. agency which is 
financed by American money, including UNESCO, the 
World Court and others, will be to the task of 
destroying America as we have known it. 


This is not an alarmist viewpoint but merely a 
statement of clear probabilities. Americans who for 
one reason or afother have developed a largely emo- 
tional attachment to the supposed ideals of the U.N. will 
save themselves a great shock if they begin now to 
clear away the dreams and recognize the hard facts. 


TRAITORS AT LARGE! 


““Self-confessed traitors” 
was the description President 
Eisenhower applied to the two 
former National Security Agen- 
cy employes who have defected 
to Russia, and an accurate des- 
cription it is, 

These men, Bernon F, Mit- 
chell 4nd William Martin, 
acceptéd positions of trust as 
mathajiticians in the superse- 
cret Nationa] Security Agency 
and then used them as a spring- 
board to give aid and comfort 
to the enemy, serving Commu- 
nism by attacking their native 
land, 

Americans have grave cause 
to wonder how our security sys- 
ter could have been so poor 
as to allow these men to have 
positions of any degree of re- 
sponsibility, It is reported that 
warnings had been issued on 
one of them, but no preventive 
action had been taken, Why? 
Perhaps those in authority re- 
member the hue and cry of a 
few years ago in defenseofper- 
verts, traitors, spies and as- 
sorted Communists -- a cry 
which labeled as ‘“*McCarthy- 


‘ism’ any effort to plug the 


loopholes in American security, 
If there had been action on 
Mitchell and Martin before their. 
treason took place, perhaps 
there would have been thesame 
old chorus crying “McCarthy- 





ism,.** What does it cry now? 
Treason is among the lowest 


of crimes, And these are trai-, 


tors who knew what they were 
doing and did it deliberately. 
The errors of no one else can 
justify in any way the errors of 
these, But as we condemn their 
crime against humanity, let us 
remember that our Govern- 
ment through official-action 
pretends the Soviet Union is not 
the evil enemy that it is, Our 
Government maintains diplo- 
matic relations with Russia, 
permits Russian spy nests in 
diplomatic agencies in Wash- 
ington and in the UN, ignores 
(except for speaking occasional 
critical words) Russian murder 


and enslavement of millions. 


of people, participates in 
“negotiations” as though Rus- 
sia were trustworthy, meets 
with Russian leaders at the 
summit, 


Is there not something hypo- 
critical in our official frater- 
nization with the Reds and our 
condemnation of two men as 
traitors? 

We do not believe the con- 


' demnation of treason is wrong, 


The wrong is the official con- 
duct which pretends the ene- 
mies are not enemies except 
when despicable traitors go 
over to join them, 


(Reprinted from CHATTANOOGA NEWS-FREE PRESS) 








Atlas Shackled 


(Reprinted from Manchester, shchev, Castro & Co, staging 
(N.H,) UNION LE ADER) their ‘"big show"’ in New York, 
it was announced that the At- 
A surprising but for themost | las missile COULD have flown 
more than 2,000 miles farther 
the Air Force so ordered 
t 
What possible reason could 
there have been for not per- 
mitting the Atlas to score a 
scientific breakthrough that 
would have reverberated thr- 
ough the halls of the UN? 











[- SPECIAL ! 


Who's Getting Soaked ? 





making $6,000 a year or less, Pan saphergty 





DIPLOMATIC OUTRAGE 


In breaking diplomatic rela- 
tions with the Government of 
the Dominican Republic, the 
American State Department has 
plunged to a dismal low in 
truckling to world communism 
‘and its fellow-traveling fringe,. 

The act is so brazen a de- 
fiance of the most elementary 

of sound foreign po- 
licy that it staggers the imagin- 











See THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 
Conservative Voting Index on Pages 3.4. 


SPECIAL ! 


Voting Index 
Omit Certain Vital Issues ? 


By 
Kent Courtney, Publisher 
Phoebe Courtney, Editor 


In the July, 1960 issue of THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN, we 
endorsed the ACA Voting Index, which was compiled by a non- 
partisan organization called Americans for Constitutional Action 
and published by HUMAN EVENTS of Washington, D, C, 

Because of the extreme detail with which the ACA Index was 
compiled, and because of the high price ($15.00), it was generally 
assumed that the ACA Index was indeed non-partisan, and convey- 
ed a true pictureof the voting records of all Senators and Congress- 
men on the most important issues, 

The ACA Index, when first published in May, 1960, appeared to 
be merely a compilation of voting records, presented in the public 
interest, However, on July 28th, HUMAN EVENTS published an 
article section entitled ‘‘You Bet I Am a Republican - Because 
Now I Know the Difference Between the Parties,*’ by John J, Synon. 
Mr, Synon uses the ACA Index to build a case which purports to 
prove how very ‘‘Conservative"’ the Republicans in Congress are! 
So extreme were his statements that it caused THE INDEPENDENT 
AMERICAN to launch a complete in-depth re-evaluation of the **non- 
partisan’’ ACA Index, with the following results, 

Vi 

John Synon, in his article ‘*You Bet I Am a Republican” states 
that the ACA Index “‘takes the Senate back through 1955 and the House 
back through 1957; every critical vote of record on every crucial 
issue,"* The ACA chose 40 votes in the House of Representatives 
on which to base its index, An analysis of these 40 votes shows that 
9 of these 40 votes had to do with various phases of agriculture; 6 
votes had to do with public works; 4 were concerned with Housing; 
4 with Public Power vs, Private Power; 3 with Labor; and 2 (on the 
same bill!) dealt with State Anti-Subversive laws, A total of 15 
separate subjects were covered inthe 40 votes, Thus it is seen that 
the 40 votes which are supposed togive scope to the ratings actually 
dwindle to only 15 various issties, andevena number of the 15 votes 
are closely related, ; 

One interesting fact emerges from a re-evaluation of the ACA 
Index, and that is that National Security, i.e,, State Anti-Subversive 
laws, carries a weight of only two out of 40, Therefore, if, for 
example, a Congressman voted ‘‘Liberal**regarding State Anti- 
Subversive laws, but voted ‘Conservative’ on the nine agricul- 
tore issues, his over-all Conservative rating by the ACA would not 
suffer appreciably because he happened to vote Liberal on tue very 
important State Anti-Subversive laws, 

Of the 40 votes which form the basis for the ACA Index of the 
House of Representatives, only two votes (on the same bill) cover 
the question of the Communist menace, Thebalance of 38 are con- 
cerned solely with domestic Big Spending, including one vote on 
whether or not to increase Foreign Aid, 

T co 

The ACA Index uses 77 votes on which to base its index of the 
voting records of members of the Senate, Of these 77 votes(alth- 
ough one prime function of the Senate is to dea] with Foreign Policy 
matters) only ll votes regarding Foreign Policy, Communism and 
Nationa] Security are included in the ACA Index, Seven votes had to 
do with increasing, reducing or limiting Foreign Aid; a total of 3 
(out of the 77) votes were concerned withonly three subjects: Public 
Works, Agriculture, and Labor, The balance of issues had to do 
with Housing (6 votes tabulated); Public Power vs, Private Power 
(4 votes tabulated); plus Federal Aid to Education, Civil Rights, etc, 


pages 3 and 4c d TH 
AMERICAN Conservative Index, Eight issues have been 
for the House of Representatives, and eight for the Senate, 
INTERNATIONALISM - LEADING TOWARD WORLDGOVERNMENT 

John Synon, in his article “You Bet I Am a Republican," states 
that the ACA Index contains “every critical voteof record on every 
single issue,"’ And yet, our re-evaluationofthe ACA Index brought 
to light the fact that the ACA Index did not contain a single vote on 
matters that would indicate the views of Senators and Representa- 
tives on the crucial issue of ‘Internationalism."' Nor were any 
votes recorded as to how members of the House and Senate felt 
on legislation which could ultimately lead to World Government, 
under which America would lose its nationa] sovereignty, 

For this reason, THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Conservative 
Index included a vote in both the House and the Senate on a pro- 
posed NATO Conference, Sponsors of this NATO Conference 
frankly admit that its ultimate aim is World Government, 


A painstaking check of all of the issues discussed by the ACA 
Index in both the House and Senate reveals the fact that although 
votes -are recorded to increase, limit, or slightly reduce Foreign 
Aid, not one single vote of House and Senate members is recorded 
on bills for the AUTHORIZATION of Foreign Aid! THE INDEPEN- 
DENT AMERICAN feels that this is a critical vote on a crucial 
issue, because it indicates approval or disapproval of the principle 
of Foreign Aid, which is not only un-Constitutional, but has been 
[eae o uae failure, Why did the ACA Index omit this signifi- 
cant issue 


rtant issue which was omitted from the ACA Index 
is the Reciprocal Trade Agreement, which allows foreign nations to 
help set our import quotas, The Reciprocal Trade program is not 
**reciprocal’’ inasmuch as other nations do not reciprocate in kind, 
Under the Reciprocal Trade Agreement, the U.S, is being flooded 
with foreign-made goods, causing increasing unemployment, 


The Antarctic Treaty was ratified by the Senate on August 10, 
1960, after the ACA Index had been published, The Antarctic Treaty 
was signed by the United States, the Soviet Union, England, and nine 
other nations, This agreement, of which the Soviet Union is a signa- 


tory, is all to the benefit of the Soviet Union, the U.S 


Senators voting in favor of this Antarctic Treaty revealed by their 
vote that they are completely unaware that any agreement with the 
Soviet Union is worthless, The Communists have broken 50 out of 
52 treaties in the past few years, Under the Antarctic Treaty, the 
Soviet Union, opefating through one of its satellite nations, could 
establish a missile-launching base in Antarctica, only 1,000 miles 


(See A.C.A.'s OMISSIONS a 6 Page 3) 





Page 2 


PASS THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN ON TO YOUR FRIENDS 





The independent American 


Published approximately every four to six: weeks by 
FREE MEN SPEAK, ix. 


7314 Zimpel Sereet =o 


Entered as third class matter 


New Orleans 18, Lovisana 


Editar and Secty. - Treasurer 


..+. Assistant Editor 


« the New Orleans Post Office 


Copyright 1960 by THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 


SUBSCRIPTION RA 
years (or 24 issues): $5.00. 


TE: One year (or 12 issues): $3.00; two 


OUR POLICY 


This newspaper is dedicated to the deteat of Socialist and 
Communist influences that now pervade the thinking and the 
policies of ow Federal government and the two major political 
parties. We believe that there is no difference between a New 
Deal Democrat and a Socialist-Internationalist Republican. 

This newspaper will continue to promote all individuals 
and organizations who believe that a new political party based 
on Constitutional States Rights is the answer to the Socialism 
that has captured both (formerly great) parties. 

We will never align ourselves with any person or group 


which preaches hated. 


Instead we will conserve our energy 


for the fight against atheistic Commugism, and we pledge our- 
selves to LOVE OF GOD AND AN INDEPENDENT U.S.A. 


OUR THANKS 


Because we are political and “controversial” we have no 
advertising income. We therefore thank all of our readers who 
send donations every week so that more and more sample 
copies can be sent to patriots throughout the country. Without 
this regular support, this experiment in patriotic and political 


journalism would not be possible. 


Editorial Round-Up 





Failures of the U.N. 


Rockford REG R-RE PUBLIC 

tory prove that involvement of the United 
States in the U.N, has led us down the most perilous road ever 
taken by our nation, 

**Although advertised and propagandized as an instrument that 
would bring peace, order, and prosperity to a war-wearied world, 
the U.N, was conceived as a trap. It was designed and carefully 
constructed to impose eventual world government upon us, We 
were told the U.N, could do much to bring the rest of the world 
up to our living standards, Instead, it has been used - deliberately - 
to drain us of our wealth and resources, entangle us in dangerous 
commitments, launch our nation into hundreds of busybody pro- 
jects, and impose upon us responsibilities and obligations we 
never sought, 

“The United Nations has not kept the peace, 

“It has not stopped aggression, 

“It has not discouraged dictatorships, which have merely changed 
their complexion from fascist to Communist, 

“It has proved to be useless in preventing Russia from gob- 
bling up a great share of the world's land area, 

**In its blind commitment to the doctrine of self-determination, 
it has tried to hand self-government to people who are not pre- 
pared for the self-denial and responsibility that self-government 
requires, 

“And now it is being used as a rostrum from which the Com- 
munist gangsters are rallying the world to a campaign of Hate- 
America,** 


ALEXANDRIA (La.) DAILY TOWN TALK 

“The international compound on the shore of the East River in 
New York City has become the greatest living rogues-gallery 
ever assembled in North America, 

“No matter how often you see Nikita Khrushchev smiling at 
you from your television screen; no matter what you are tempted 
to think of Fidel Castro as he jests with American reporters; 








Is The State Dept. Selling 
America Down The River ? 


(Reprinted from ECONOMIC 
COUNCIL LETTER 481 of June 
15, 1960, published by Nation- 
al Economic Council, Inc., Em- 
pire State Building, New York 
1, New York.) 


Eight years ago, the Ameri- 
can people turned out of office 
an Administration which had 
been in power for twenty years 
with a bureaucratic and mili- 
tary machine more powerful 
than anything every known in 
American history before. 

This incredible political vic- 
tory was won in large part 
because Americans were en- 
raged at the pro-communist 
policies pursued by the State 
Department, A group of Re- 
publican Senators led by Ken 
Wherry mounted a brilliant 


campaign to cleanse the State, 


Department of its near treason- 
able taint, and to return Ameri- 
can foreign policy to paths of 
honor, They were helped by 
Democratic Senators like Mc- 
Carran of Nevada, and by many 
leaders outside of Congress, 

Something like a national up- 
rising ended the New Deal rule. 
It was assumed by Republicans 
and*Democrats that thenew Ad- 
ministration had a mandate to 
clean house in Washington, 

What have the Republicans 
done with their stewardship? 

Have we had a cleaning out 
of the State Department? Have 
we really changed our foreign 
policies from the gigantic boon- 
doggie inaugurated by Hopkins 
and Acheson? 

Have we used our great na- 
tional power tw roll back the 
communist attempt at world 
conquest, and to strengthen the 
forces, materia] and spiritual, 
of all nations wishing to be 
free? 

Have we changed theorienta- 
tion of the State Department 
toward a One World Socialist 





Government, for which all our 
institutions are to be realigned 
so they will mesh easily with 
those of the Soviet Union and 
its satellite, Red China? 

The answer is a tragic No, 

There is one difference be- 
tween the New Deal foreign 
policy in the Roosevelt and 


‘Truman Administration, and 


foreign policy in the Eisenhower 
Administration, 

Our foreign policy planners 
have replaced open pro-com- 
munism with soft pro-commu- 
nism, open arrogance with sub- 
tle double-talk, open defiance 
of their opponents by crafty 
brain-washing of the public. 

The men and women who, 
in the happy days of Truman, 
made too visible a pro-commu- 
nist record have been re- 
moved--usually to higher posi- 
tions on the staff of the UN 
and its cooperating agencies, 
in the foundations, or in the law 
firms engaged in international 
finance, 

The only difference between 
1950 and 1960 is that in 1950 
we had a great debate on what 
we should do, Dissent was open 
and articulate, Today we have 
only one audible foreign policy. 
Critics and dissenters have 
been put to sleep, brain-washed, 
or deprived of their means of 
communication, 

It is incredibly harder today 
than it was in 1950 to make 
clear to the American people 
that we have no foreign policy 
to safeguard our country. We 
are spending twice as much a 
year as we spent then, and we 
have a much higher debt, We 
have taken millions of years 

from the lives ofour young men, 
but still we have no American 
foreign policy, Nothing is 
changed but the hush that has 
settled over Congress and the 
press, 


no matter how ‘human’ all those fantastic names from far-away 
places suddenly appear - the fact of the matter is that the United 
Nations* lineup of charming visitors would make a meeting of 
Murder, Inc., look like Pollyanna’s tea party, 

“With the enemy encamped on American soil, that ‘pavillion 
of peace’ that is the U.N, is certainly ‘the hope and salvation 
of the world’ - the Soviet world,’* 


WALL STREET JOURNAL 
“Our adherence to the U.N, has hampered U.S, policy in some 


critical moments, while involving us in other situations we might 
better have kept out of, 

“The U.S, is expected to pay roughily half of the estimated $200 
million cost of the United Nations’ venture in the Congo, and we 
may end up paying considerably more,” 


THE INDIANAPOLIS STAR 
“Where will the State Department find a quick $100,000,000 or 


$200,000,000 to pay the price of folly in Africa? Is there some 
sort of international checking account against which the gentlemen 
of Foggy Bottom can draw? 

**This, of course, brings up the matter of secrecy in foreign aid. 
The Administration and the State Department have insisted that 
they will permit only a limited knowledge of the amounts of money 
spent in this field, and the manner in which it is spent, UNOWHO 
must pay his taxes, but he must’t ask how his money is spent 
in spots such as the Congo, for instance," 


Michael Padev in THE INDIANAPOLIS STAR 

“Let us not get angry at the Communists for using the United 
Nations in this shocking way. What can weexpect? The Communists 
are out to conquer the world, and for them the United Nations is 
one of the many means to be used for achieving this Communist 
end, Let us, instead, blame our own almost unbelievable stupidity - 
for allowing such anti-American activities to be o on 
American territory and with the help of American taxpa P 
money," : 


Charleston (S,C,) NEWS & COURIER 

“In one respect The News and agrees with the Russian 
dictator, We, too, would like to see the U.N, removed from United 
States soil, Then our country would be spared the swashbuckling 
presence of Khrushchev and his imitators, Castro, Nkrumah, 
Nasser & Co,” 





Straight Talk 


(Reprinted from FARM AND RANCH Magazine) 


G OUTHERN Conservatives (and American patriots any- 
where) who stay in the Democrat Party remind me of 
the two skeletons in the closet. One turned to the other 
and rattled: “What are we doing in here?” “I don’t know,” 
the second skeleton replied, “but if we had any guts we'd 
get out!” 

John Kennedy is a ruthless, cold and cocky kid trying 
to buy the office with his daddy's money. (Presidential 
elections have been bought before, but not by one family.) 
I am a Methodist, and if Kennedy were a poor, mature 
Methodist bishop from Mississippi, I wouldn’t vote for him 
for dogcatcher because I'd be afraid he'd either socialize 
the kennel or give it to some foreign country. I think less 
of Johnson, an All-American hypocrite of such unusual 
ability he’s a modern American menace. 

The issue is not Republican vs. Democrat. The issue is 
not segregation vs. integration. The issue is freedom. Both 
parties are moving toward an all-powerful international So- 
cialist dictatorship. A centralized welfare state brings slav- 
ery, not freedom. Property rights is the very basis of “human 
rights.” The right to self-determination of associates is the 
essence of “human dignity.” Forced equality is not democ- 
racy but dictatorship. Equal men are not free and free 
men are not equal. i 

Nixon and Kennedy are young opportunists on the make, 
riding the Socialist wave as far as it will take them. Neither 
has the necessary character—but then we haven't had that 
in any President since Hoover. 

Creeping Brinksmanship 

I have been a little unfair at times in the past, saying the 
difference between the Democrat and Republican Parties is 
merely “which twin has the Toni?”. There is a difference, 
particularly now that John Kennedy has taken over. But 
the difference is not enough to get my vote. I don’t believe 
in creeping Socialism any more than I do in creeping in- 
tegration. 

Depend on Nixon-Lodge to save this country from the in- 
ternational Socialists? Nixon reminds me of the airplane 
pilot who, with both motors on fire, donned his parachute 
and soothingly purred to the passengers: “Don’t anybody 
panic! I’m going for help now.” Nixon is a politician. 
Politicians can’t save this country. They brought it to this 
brink of disaster and defeat. 

Norman Thomas, who should know, has said that we’ve 
made more progress toward Socialism under Eisenhower 
than even under Truman. Facts support this statement. 
Norman Thomas got 267,420 votes for President in 1928 and 
a little more than half of that in 1948. Thomas now says 
that both candidates are satisfactory to him. 

Nixon is lesser-of-evils. Lesser-of-evils is a wasted vote. 
Voting for lesser-of-evils is an endorsement of evil. There 
is no way to win, voting for lesser-of-evils. You are 
silencing your voice, disinfranchising yourself if you vote 
for lesser-of-evils. 

I’m not sure a Kennedy victory would be catastrophic. 
Just like I’m not sure the nation wouldn’t have been better 
off if Norman Thomas had been elected in 1932, or Steven- 
son in 1952. These candidates are for what they call 
“human rights,” the brotherhood of man, the welfare state. 
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They are for international Socialism, although some haven't 
the courage to call it that. If Thomas, Stevenson, or 
Kennedy or their like should get a chance to install 
their all-powerful federal state, then the people would have 
a choice. An opposition party would arise. (Of course, 
we might never be able to unscramble the Socialist egg.) 
As it is, there is no real opposition party. Both major parties 
are infiltrated, dominated and owned by Socialists, onc- 
worlders, welfarers and fellow travelers. 


Installment Plan Surrender 


We can’t save America by dragging our feet to slow down 
the Socialist toboggan. We can’t win by choosing lesser-of- 
evils, by giving-in a little at a time, by surrendering our 
freedom piecemeal, by defaulting each succeeding skirmish 
as it occurs. In fact, it may be better to join full-scale battle 
now—win or lose—than to surrender on the installment plan. 
Otherwise, there'll be no final major battle to win. Just the 
firing squad. I believe in staying in any organization—and 
that includes my church—only so long as there is a chance to 
save it. The Democrat Party is not even worth talking about 
saving. Evidently Senator Goldwater thinks he can save the 
Republican Party. A party owned by Nixon, Dewey, Percy, 
Rockefeller, Lodge, Keating, Rogers, Javits—can’t be saved 
from Socialism. Goldwater has as much chance of re- 
turning the Republican Party to Americanism, Constitu- 
tionalism and states rights as Neville Chamberlain had at 
Munich. 

A platform is worth no more than the man who runs on it. 
And that makes both platforms virtually valueless. A plat- 
form is like a wedding dress: used only once, and even then 
it sometimes flies false colors. 

I went to both conventions. Delegates at both had this 
obvious characteristic: The Party comes first. Many of them 
would support a Castro-Cyrus Eaton ticket if it would get 
the most votes. The delegates of both parties are primarily 
self-seeking politicians, influence peddlers and limelight 
junketeers without the integrity or the courage to buck 
the tide. Letting these people decide who should save our 
country in these times is like letting Beverly Aadland be 
Housemother in a boys’ dormitory. 


Don’t Waste Your Vote! 


In some states it is relatively easy to get somebody to 
vote for on the ballot—an independent candidate or un- 
pledged independent electors. Your clean-cut dissent in this 
way makes your voice heard. 

If Kennedy or Nixon can be kept from getting a majority 
in the Electoral College, the election would be thrown into 
the House of Representatives. 

There could be 57 free electors from the South. It takes 
269 electoral votes to elect a ticket. In 1948, if those 57 
votes had been taken away from Truman, he’d have been 20 
votes short. In that event, the House could have elected 
Strom Thurmond President. Unlikely? Yes. But there is a 
small chance. And I'll take that, however small, in prefer- 
ence to voting lesser-of-evils. 

Some people say a Third Party can't be successful. That’s 
not true. The most successful political party in this country 
is the Socialist Party. It hasn't lost aa election since 1932. 








AN OPEN LETTER T0 THE PRESIDENT 


(Below is an “Open Letter” Mr, President, does the South 
sent to President Eisenhower not merit at least the consider- 
by W. J. Simmons, editor of | ation accorded foreign nations? 
THE CITIZENS* COUNCIL Surely then, in the light of 
Newspaper of Jackson, Miss.) | the proposition you so ably. 
stated at Chicago, there can be 
no objection from men of genu- 
ine good will for each state 
of this Union to determine for 
itself, in_a nation-wide refer- 
endum, whether its citizens may 
enjoy the freedom to choose 
their own associates, or whe-. 
ther they must be compelled to 
integrate without regard to 
to be free, or whether itwishes | race, creed or color. 
to be Communist, Your drama- 
tic proposa] met with an approv- 





SEND NAMES FOR OUR MAILING LIST 


PLEASE SEND ONLY NAMES. OF PERSONS WHO YOU 
THINK WOULD BE INTERESTED IN READING THIS NEWS- 
PAPER. WE SHALL BE HAPPY TO SEND THEM A SAMPLE 
COPY 


ing ovation from the vast au- 
dience, 

While the free world views 
with apprehension the threaten- 
ing advance of international 
Communism, the South views 
with equal apprehension the 
threatening advance of racial 





Still Spying | «Deserves 


Deserves’ It 
(Reprinted from THE STATE, 


Sen, John Rennedy recent 
lumbi got something t ri 
= “ ap deserves, the support of the big 
= labor bosses, 

sao Hoey. yee seernaas He deserves it because he is 
“their man,*’ Didn’t he try to 
head off any real, significant 
labor reform legislation by pre- 
senting his own water-weak bill 
even though he had been a mem- 





KEEP THE CONNALLY AMENDMENT ! 


(Reprinted from RICHMOND (Va,) NEWS LE A4DER) 


try that has a reservation on 
how far the World Court may go 
in saying how world law shall 
affect its domestic affairs, Bri- 
tain has a strong reservation, 
France does too, And certainly 
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integration at home, 


Listen to the RADIO EDITION of The INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 


STATION KILOCYCLES DAY TIME The purpose of THE RADIO EDITION OF THE INDEPENDENT 
AMERICAN is to give ghe Conservative side of the vital issues con- 
6:00 P.M, cerning this country today 
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‘CONSERVATIVE PROGRAMS AVAILABLE FOR LOCAL SPONSOR- 
SHIP 


If you and your friends, or your business firm, would like to 
have these programs played over your local radio station, just 


Bast KVOB 1340 Monday 6:30 A.M, write to Kent Courtney, P, O, Box 4223, New Orleans 18, Loui- 
~ ew Orleans WIM" 990———Thupsday SS Bi” sane, for complete decals, 
Ruston U. S 15 P. 
Shreveport KWKH ~ 1130 Toesday 7:15 P.M, 
HELP SPREAD THE WORD 


Grenada 

Every month, in order to combat the millions of words spewed 

out by the left-wing press, THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 
distributes thousands of free sample copies. 1 
These sample copies are paid for by the contributions sent in: 
by our supporters, who wish in this way, to fight against the 
Socialists who have infiltrated every part of our government. 
If you believe in the work we are doing, and if you wish to 
help us spread the message of Americanism contained in THE' 
INDEPENDENT AMERICAN, then please contribute to our 
“Distribution Fund” to help finance these free sample copies. 


Just make your check out to The Independent American, 7314: 
Zimpel St., New Orleans, La, 


enaron 





d 
F 
j 
F 
ef 


iM 
i 

f 
ir 





| 
i 








E 


iH 





i 
re 
re 








accepted by the court for ad- 

and America would 

be forced to defend its position 
on them. 
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lieth down with will ” 
- Benjamia F dogs will rise up with fleas, 
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CIVIC CLUBS, NEW PARTIES 
PATRIOTIC ORGANIZATIONS - STATES RIGHTERS 
POLITICAL CLUBS 
CITIZENS COUNCILS 
UP TO 100 FREE COPIES 
___ OF THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN - 
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How to Use THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Conservative Index 


Is Your Congressman Conservative Or Liberal ? 


Hundreds and hundreds of bills are voted on in each session 
of Congress, Most are of a minor nature, However, in analyzing 
these bills, THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Conservative Index 
selected key issues which clearly indicate where a Congressman 
or Senator stands -- whether he votes “Liberal” or ‘“‘Conserva- 
tive’* on such general subjects as Big Spending, Foreign Policy, 
the Farm Problem, Labor, States* Rights, etc, 

Some of ‘the bills considered in this Index are of a ‘‘double- 
negative’ character, By that we mean that some votes are “‘to 
kill” or “to recommit’ a bill, Nevertheless, a vote cast by a 
Congressman on such bills can, of course, be classified as either 
“Conservative” or “Liberal.” In the interest of simplicity, re- 
gardiess of the wording of the bill. we have used the sign “(-)"* 
to indicate a Liberal vote, and "(+)" to indicate a Conservative 
vote, 


WHAT IS YOUR CONGRESSMAN'S OR SENATORS’ CONSERVA- 
TIVE RATING? 

All States are listed alphabetically, All Congressmen and Sen- 
ators are also listed alphabetically within their States. 

The first column consists of either ‘‘R’’, meaning ‘‘Republi- 
can,"* or “*D"*, meaning **Democrat,"* 

The second column, entitled ‘Conservative Rating,’* gives the 
percentage of “*Conservative’’ votes cast by each Congressman or 
Senator. In other words, if your Congressman is rated 100%" 
in the second column, this means that he voted 100% in favor of 
Conservatism, On the other hand, if your Congressman is rated, 
say, 17%, it means that he voted only 17% of the time for the Con- 
servative position, and voted 83% of the time in favor of the Liberal 
position, 

When a smal] “o” is shown instead of a ‘‘+’* or “-** in the 
voting columns, it indicates that this Congressman or Senator 
was absent, and did not vote, When “XXXXX"* appears in these 
columns, it indicates that this Congressman or Senator was not 
jn office at the time the vote was cast, 

If you do not know the name of your Congressman, this informa- 
tion can easily be obtained by calling your loca] newspaper or 
public library, giving your address and asking the name of the 
candidates for Congress representing your Congressional] District, 
Needless to say, the next session of Congress will be one of the 
most crucial] in the history of tms country. f 1s°® vital impor- 
tance, therefore, that you do all you can to elect Conservatives 
to Congress and to defeat Libera] Congressmen and Senators, 
THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index will protect you from double- 
talking, issue-dodging Congressmen, who may attempt to give you 
an “‘on-the-one-hand/on-the-other” answer to any question you 
may ask him, This VOTING INDEX tells you exactly where he 
stands, and how he votes, 


Description of Bills Voted Upon in House 


ISSUE #1, NATO CONFERENCE 


H, R, 587, apparently innocuous, called upon the House of 
Representatives to consider Senate Joint Resolution 170, author- 
izing the designation of a commission of 20 U.S, citizens to meet 
with citizens of other NATO countries (signatories to the North 
Atlantic Treaty) *‘for the purpose of developing paths toward 
greater political and economic cooperation within the alliance,’’ 

Congressman Bruce Alger pointed out that “This sounds great, 
but there are no guidelines or goals set out, If it means economic 
aid, we have already empowered 72 other countries to think up 
ways to give away U.S, money, If it’s political, then we remember 
that *‘One-World do-goodism’ ends up with the loss of U.S, sov- 
ereignty."’ 

Former Senator William E, Jenner of Indiana, in February, 
1956, stated that NATO is a smal] United Nations, set up to do 
everything that the U.N, does, It is generally believed that NATO, 
is merely a military alliance of Western nations, However, Senate 
Joint Resolution 170 (which passage of H.R. 587 calls upon the 
House to consider) clearly reveals that Senator Jenner’s pre- 

of 4966 _seserding NATO entering the politica] and economic 
elds was uncannily accurate, 








The Senate Committee on Foreign Relations issued a report 
on July 26, 1960 entitled “Strengthening Free World Security - 
NATO and Atlantic Cooperation - The United Nations and World 
\Government,”* Included in this report is a statement by the U.S, 
State Department that ‘‘Much more than solely a military alliance, 
NATO is increasingly reflecting the pledged efforts of its members 
‘to Cooperate in various long-range activities designed to enhance 
their political, economic and cultural institutions,"’ Included in 
this publication is an excerpt from a report of the Adantic Con- 
gress in London, June, 1959, which states ‘*Of course, one solu- 
tion would be to bring about some form of political federation of 
all of our States (i.e, nations),"" ihen, turtner: ~inere is a funda- 
mental principle which we must acknowledge as a cornerstone of 
this (NATO) community; namely, that the traditional concept of 
the sovereignty of our countries must not be regarded as something 
unalterable . . . . Hence the need for us to accept limitations of 
the sovereignty of our States (nations),"* 

H.R, 587 was passed in the House of Representatives, which 
then passed S.J, Res, 170 which is the vote we have recorded, 
This Senate Joint Resolution, in effect, empowers the appointment 
of a “committee of 20 citizens’ which can then bypass the Con- 
gress, Rep. Keith Thomson, of Wyoming, stated “‘Why should the 
Congress of the United States turn its powers or responsibilities 
over to any such group, and why should they do it by giving the 
taxpayers’ money to such a group to go out and hold this Congress 
or Convention, or whatever you want to call it, and give these 20 
citizens full discretion as to whether they report at all, and to 
whom they report, and so forth?....1 do not want to see the Con- 
gress of the United States give up its power by adding agencies 
and commissions like this, to make policy as they see fit.” 

If your Congressman or Senator voted for this bill, it would 
appear that he has no conception of the dangers involved in the 
loss of America’s sovereignty if our nation becomes involved in 
a world government such as NATO envisages; or, he is FOR 
world government, 

Passed 288 - 103, August 24, 1960, 

(-) means a vote for NATO, leading to ultimate World Government, 
(+) means a vote against NATO, in favor of national sovereignty. 


ISSUE GUAM EXTENSION 

H.R, 9866 - This voteis includedin THE INDEPENDENT AMERI- 
CAN Index because, even though it represents a very small sum 
of mopey ($100,000 per year), it is nevertheless a measuring 
«stick of those who vote for fantastic, wild and completely unneces- 
sary spending, H.R, 9666 covers the extension of agricultural 
services by the U.S, Department of Agriculture to Guam, This 
bill (which was defeated) proposed to send five employees of the 
U.S, Department of Agriculture to aid the farmers on the island 
of Guam, 

“Guam i 30 miles long and 4 to 8 miles wide, It consists of 
225 square miles, Of that area, only 37,5 square miles are devoted 
fo agriculture, There are 243 farmers engaged in the production 
of various crops, and, in addition, 174 are engaged in raising 
vestock, To service these 417 persons engaged in agriculture, 
i taxpayers of Guam maintain their own Vept, of Agriculture 
at a cost of $148,000 per year. This bill proposed to spend $100,000 
per year of U.S, taxpayers* dollars to finance sending an additional 
five employees from the United States to aid the 30 present em- 
Inother words, H.R. 9866 


e 


ISSUE #3, FOREIGN 

H.R. 11510, covers the Foreign Aid Authorization bill. The 
actual appropriation bill was later passed in the bob-tail session 
of Congress, Congressmen voting Yea" on this bill thus indi- 
cate that they favor the principle embodied in the Foreign Aid 
Program, 

Although the Foreign Aid Program has been sold to the Ameri- 
can people as a means to preserve the free world against om- 
munism, billions of Foreign Aid dollars have been sent to Com- 
munist satellite nations, More than $88 billion in tax dollars have 
been sent in Foreign Aid to 73 of the countries throughout the 
world, and this amount has been added to our natiohal debt. In 
other words, we are borrowing money inorder to give it away under 
the Foreign Aid Program. 

Further, Congressman H, R, Gross recently pointed out, ‘*Al- 
though there was already nearly $5 billion in the so-called Mu- 
tual Security pipeline, Congress in the bob-tail session, 1960, 
added $3,780,000,000 in new money. Thus there will be available 
for spending under the Foreign Aid program alone in the remaining 
ten months of this fiscal year the staggering sum of $8,551,000,000, 
Also, the new money appropriation of this year represents an 
increase of more than a half-billion dollars over last year’s 
appropriation!"* 

Congressman Gross then states, **Add to the foregoing the cost, 
of Public Law 480 (disposal of agricultural products abroad), 
support of United Nations, and scores of other international 
agencies, interest on the money, plus a variety of other expendi- 
tures, and the entire Foreign Aid handout bill will run to more 
than $11 billion in this fiscal year,” 

Passed 243 - 130, April 21, 1960, 

(-) means a vote in favor of the Foreign Aid Giveaway of U.S. 
tax dollars; 
(+)means a vote against Fantastic Foreign Aid. 





ISSUE LABOR RIGHTS 

H.R, 8342, This vote was on the Landrum-Griffin Amendment, 
It contained a ‘Bill of Rights** for Labor Union members, pro- 
tection against secondary boycotts and blackmail picketing, One 
of the main purposes of this bill was to protect Labor Union mem~ 
bers against corrupt practices of the Labor Bosses. 

Passed 229 - 201, August 13, 1959, 
(-) means a vote in favor of Big Labor Bosses; 
(+)* means a vote in favor of the rights of the individual Labor 

Union members, 


ISSUE #5,. STATES* RIGHTS 

H.R. 3, The Right of the States to Control Communism, This 
was a vote on the Lindsay motion to kill the States Rights Bill, 
H.R, 3, The purpose of H.R, 3 was to correct the grave error made 
by the Communist-coddling Supreme Court when it ruled that in- 
dividual States cannot protect themselves and the nation against 
Communist infiltration and subversion within the borders of the 
individual] States, 

Rejected 191 - 227. June 24, 1959, 
(-) means a vote to deprive the individual States of the right to 

contro] internal subversion; 

(+) means a vote to give the States the right to protect themselves. 





ISSUE #6, PUBLIC WORKS 

H.R, 7509, This vote was on the Taber motion to send the bill 
back to committee in order to reduce by ¥ the amounts for each 
project costing $5 million or more, This would have resulted in 
a saving of approximately $30 million, 

Rejected 149 - 251. June 9, 1959, 





(-) means a vote to maintain high level Public Works spending; 


(+) means a vote to reduce “pork barrel" spending. 





ISSUE #7, RECIPROCAL TRADE 
H.R, 12591, Reciprocal Trade was originally sold to the Ameri- 
can public on the basis that **trade is a two-way street,” and that 
we must import in order to export our own goods, It was stressed 
that if we reduced our import duties on toreign goods, other na= 
would do likewise on American goods entering their countries, 
U.S. tariffs have been reduced 7% and now average 
the goods, More than 50% of U.S. imports 


are presently six times as 
the States, Of the 36 leading “trade 
rid, 28 have higher tariffs than does the U.S, 
cars sold in the U.S, is only 8-1/2%; the 
British “reciprocate” by assessing a 30% tariff on American 
cars imported into that country. 

The SOUTHERN STATES INDUSTRIAL COUNCIL BULLETIN re- 


edged sword, with both edges pointed toward us," Continuing, they 
pointed out “‘It not only deprives the American worker of his job, 
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it drives that job overseas -- if the employer is to continue in | 


business, And the overseas job is producing goods in competition 
with whatever production may remain at home, As Sen, Schoeppel 
of Kansas says: ‘We are making the U.S, the worst place in the 
world to buy and the best place in the world to sell in. If we con- 
tinue we will have full employment in Milan and Manila and in- 
creasing unemployment in Topeka and Detroit,’ A later statement 
is made by a well-known Southern merchant, just returned from 
Europe: ‘We are pricing ourselves out of many markets, They 
ndw have the know-fiow, modern machines, and are producing 
quality products cheaper than we are’,** 

Competition from cheap goods from foreign factories which pay 
laborers “slave wages” is now causing increased unemployment 
in the United States, 

Passed 317 - 98, June 11, 1958, 

(-) means a vote to continue and extend unfair foreign competition; 
(+)means a vote to protect the’jobs of U.S, working men. 


ISSUE SOIL BANK 

H.R, 7441, 1958 Agricultural Appropriations Bill, This vote 
was on the Harrison amendment which would have suspended 
operation of the Soi] Bank Program as of the end of the 1957 fis- 
cal year, therefore deleting $500 million requested under this 
bill for the 1958 Soil Bank Program, 

Sen, Williams of Delaware stated in 1957 (the year in which 
this bill was voted on) that the Ford Motor Company recieved 
$13,649.40 for not planting corn and wheat in 1957; Libby McNei? 
& Libby got $19,654 for not planting cotton; the Mississippi State 
Penitentiary received $71,000 for not planting cotton: and for re- 
sisting the impulse to plant Ss Kansas State University 
Endowment Association was “ * by Uncle Sam with 
$17,125.14 in Soil Bank payments! 

Passed 192 - 187, May 15, 1957. 

(-) means a vote to continue the Soi] Bank program which has 
been proven a failure; 
(+) means a vote for economy, 


Senate Issues will be found on Page 5 








(Publisher’s note: THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN CONSER- 
VATIVE VOTING INDEX is copyrighted, However, permission 
is hereby given to all daily and weekly newspapers to reprint 
in full or in part any portion, provided that full credit is given 
to THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Newspaper, P; O, Box 4223, 
New Orleans 18, Louisiana, 

Individuals, or Conservatives in Congressional] Districts who 
wish to use this CONSERVATIVE VOTING INDEX in their cam- 
paign to support Conservatives for Congress are also given 
permission to use this copyrighted material provided credit is 
given to THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Newspaper, P. O, 


» Box 4223, New Orleans 18, Louisiana.) 








A. C. A’s Omissions. From Page! 


’ from the Southern tip of South America! 


NDENT 

The addition of votes dealing with Foreign Policy, International- 
ism, Foreign Aid, and Reciprocal Trade, all of which THE INDE- 
PENDENT AMERICAN considers highly crucial, and which were 
omitted from the ACA Index, revea] a rather wide area of discrep- 
ancy between the ratings achieved by members of the House and 
Senate under the ACA Index and the ratings achieved by these same 
members of the House and Senate in THE INDEPENDENT AMERI- 
CAN Conservative Index, For instance, John Synon, in his article, 
**You Bet I Am a Republican’ states “‘There are 437 members of 
the House of Representatives. Of these, 13 have never, not once-- 
at least, not since 1956--have never cast a vote of record on a cri- 
tical issue that was in violation of the principles written into our 
Constitution,** 

ACA lists the following Congressmen, all Republicans, as having 
achieved a 100% ACA record: Reps, Bruce Alger (Tex.), Samuel 
L, Devine (O.), Charles E. Goodell (N.Y.), Edgar Hiestand (Calif.), 
~Elmer J. Hoffman (I.), John A, Lafore, Jr., (Penn.), Glenard P, 
Lipscomb (Calif.), Wm. E. Minshall (O), Ancher Nelsen (Minn.), 
Alexander Pirnie (N.Y.), Howard W. Robinson (N.Y.), Gordon H, 
Ectaser (snd H, Allen Smith ._ 

However, Rep, Ancher Nelsen of Minriesota (rated 100% by the 
ACA) achieved only a 67% rating under THE INDEPENDENT AMER- 
ICAN Conservative Index, because Nelsen voted in favor of the 
NATO Conference, and in favor of Foreign Aid, He was not in 
office for the two earliest votes recorded in the IA Index, Rep, 
Howard Robison of New York, an ACA 100%-er, received a 57% 
Conservative rating under the IA Index, because Robison voted in 
favor of NATO, Foreign Aid, and Reciprocal Trade, Rep, John A, 
Lafore, Jr., of Pennsylvania, 100% in ACA, received 67% IA rating, 
because he voted for NATO and for Reciprocal Trade, Rep, Glen- 
ard P, Lipscomb of California, 100% ACA, received 75% in the IA 
Index, because he voted for NATO and for Reciprocal Trade, 

As previously mentioned, the ACA rates 13 members of Congress 
as 100% - and all are Republicans, However, according to THE 
INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index, only 3 of these 13GOP Congress - 
men rate 100%, These mutually-agreed-upon 100% Conservatives 
are: Reps. Devine of Ohio, Hoffman of Iilinois, and Scherer of 
Ohio, The other 10 ACA100}-ers rate from 88% all the way down to 
67% in THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index, 

How can the ACA rate as 100% Conservative any member of the 
Congress who votes for the NATO Conference, Foreign Aid, or the 
other issues listed in THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index? 


SOUTHERN CONSERVATIVES 

fohn Synon, in his article ** You Bet I Am a Republican"’, states 
that the 113 *‘best’* members of the House are al] Republicans, and 
that the highest-rated Democrat in the House gets only 78% under 
the ACA Index, Again, ACA Index is at great variance with the voting 
records compiled by THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN, Our Con- 
servative Index lists 14 members of the House as achieving a 100% 
rating, Of these 14, 4 are Southern Democrats (Alexander, N.C,; 
Ashmore, N.C,; and Davis and Flynt, bothiofGeorgia), The remain- 
ing 10 who are rated 100% under THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 
Index are Republicans from the Midwest and Far West, 





COMPARATIVE RATINGS 

The ACA Index does not rate any Southern Democratic Congress- 
men higher than 78%, whereas the voting records compiled in THE 
INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index result in no less than]7 Southern 
Democratic Congressmen receiving ratings of 80% and above, 

Some interesting examples of how the ACA Index apparently 
favors Republicans is illustrated by the fact that the ACA rates 
Congressman Walter Judd of Minnesota as 80%}; however, because 
Congressman Judd voted in favor of NATO, in favor of extending 
Agricultural Facilities to Guam, in favor of Foreign Aid, in favor 
of Reciprocal] Trade, and in favor of the Soil Bank, THE INDE- 
PENDENT AMERICAN Index rates Judd as 38%, How can a man who 
has voted as indicated above be considered an 80% Conservative as 
the ACA Index rates Congressman Judd? 

Other examples of disagreement between ACA and-THE INDE - 
PENDENT AMERICAN Conservative Index are the votes of the 





SUMMARY TABLES - HOUSE AND SENATE 





It will be noted in the table for the Senate that the average for 
the South is the highest in the nation on six of the eight issues; 
while in the House of Representatives, the South's vote was the 
most Conservative on five of the eight issues covered, On Issue 


‘No, 6 in the House (Public Works), Midwest Republicans, scoring 


92% gave the Midwest the highest Conservative average; Eastern 
Democrats scéred a surprising Conservative rating of 92% re- 
garding Issue #8 (Soi] Bank) - nevertheless the South had the 
_— over-all average for Conservatism on Issue #8, scoring 
81%, 

Specific attention is called to the final figure in the summaries 
for both the Senate and the House of Representatives, which shows 
that the over-all average of the South (including Democrats and 
Republicans) is the highest in the nation (56% in the Senate - 
5 in the House), The Midwest is second, in each case, with 
a Conservative rating of 37% in the Senate, and 49% in the House, 


The tables shown below may be used to evaluate which geo- 
graphical areas are the most Conservative, as well as which party 
is the most Conservative on each issue, They also indicate varia- 
tions between areas regarding subjects such as Foreign Aid, 
NATO Conference, etc, 

Evidence of the “‘working coalition’® achieved by Southern Demo- 
crats.gnd Conservative members of the Republican party is also 
demonstrated by this tabulation, Southern Democrats, it is apparent, 
are consistently more Conservative than Democrats from any 
other part of the nation, 

In each table shown below, asterisks (*) are used to indicate 
that area whose average rating was most Conservative on each 
issue, as well as the party whose vote, among all areas, was the 
most Conservative, The very high ratings of Southern Republican 
members of the House of Representatives, although their number 
is few, also indicate the basic Conservatism of the South, where 
a Republican, to be elected, must be very Conservative, 
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following Congressmen: Cramer (R., Fla.), rated 89% by ACA, 
but only 38% by 1A; Chiperfield (R., Ill.) 92% ACA, only 49% IA; 
Halleck (R,, Ind.) 87% ACA, only 50% 1A (Halleck voted in favor of 
NATO, in favor of Foreign Aid, in favor of Reciprocal Trade, and 
in favor of the Soil Bank); Church (R, I1.), rated 95% by ACA, 
earned only 90% in THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index. 

On the other hand, when rating Democrats fromthe East and Far 
West, the ACA Index and THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Con- 
servative Index are in complete agreement in rating no less than 


; 17 such extreme left-wing Congressmen as ‘*0**, 


John Synon states in his article *‘The lowest rated Republican 
in the House rates better than 22] Democrats.,,.Of 15] Republican 
members of the House, three rate below the 40% Conserva- 
tive level," According to HE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index, 
two Republicans (Baldwin of California, and Merrow of New Hamp- 
shire) rate ‘0°! The ACA Index shows Merrow as the lowest 
Republican, with a rating of 35%. No less than 25 Republicans 
rate lower than 40% in THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index, 


COMPARISON: ACA ys, 1A INDEX IN THE SENATE 

The ACA Index lisis the following Republican Senators as achie- 
ving ratings from: fb to 99%: Williams (Del.), 99%; Goldwater 
(Ariz.), 98%: Gutler (Md), 99%; Hruska (Nebr.), 99%; Bridges. 
(N. H,), 92%; Curtis (Nebr.), 9f; and one Democratic Senator, 
Byrd (Va,), 92%. 

THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index, on the other hand, lists 
only Senator Goldwater among the Republicans as achieving a rating 
higher than 90%, Democratic Senators who also achieve a rating 
above 90% in THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index are: Sens, 
McClellan, Ark,; Russell, Ga,; Talmadge, Ga,; and Strom Thurmond, 
S.C.; all of whom, as in the case of Sen, Goldwater, are rated 100%" 
IN THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Index, 

A few comparisons between the ACA and the IA ratings of Sen- 
ators are as follows: Everett Dirksen (R. Ill.) ACA 79%, IA 50%; 
Homer Capehart (R. Ind.) ACA 74%, IA 50%; Thruston Morton 
(R., Ky.) ACA 67, 1A 29%; L. Saltonstall (R. Mass.), ACA 69%, 
IA a. Kenneth Keating (R., N.Y.), ACA 72%, 1A 33%; Wallace 
Bennett (R., Utah), ACA 84%, IA 38%, 


WHAT WAS THE REAL PURPOSE OF THE ACA INDEX? 
It is the view of THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN that the ACA 


Index was intended as a Republican ‘‘too]’* in the Presidential 
Election, By careful selection of issues on which votes were tabu- 
lated in the ACA Index, as discussed in this article, the ACA Index 
creates the impression that the Republican Party is the party of 
Conservatism, and that al] Conservatives should therefore join 
the Republican Party, __ 

THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN disagrees, and points to the fact 
that although Republican Congressmen scored 64% Conservative in 
THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN INDEX, and are more Conserva- 
tive than the majority of Democrats, nevertheless GOP Congressmen 
voted 36% of the time pro-Socialist! 

Finally, there is a side-effect of this ACA voting index, which 
could be most harmful to the future of the United States, and that 
is, by creating this aura of *‘Conservatism"’ for Republican incum- 
bents, truly sincere Conservatives will hesitate to oppose them and 
run for office, What Republican, for example, would have the 
audacity to run against Congressman Judd of Minnesota. the 
.ACA awards an 80% rating? And yet, as shown in THE PEN- 
“Liberal” and “International” on 5 of the 8 key issues recorded 
and received an IA rating of being only a 38% Conservative! 
Only when genuine 100% Conservatives under the Republi 
the Democratic label, or a New Party label, are elected 
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Votes in the U. S. 
House of Representatives § 
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**+** means a “Conservative” vote $ - a) 
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“o” means “absent’* or “‘not voting” 4 » § 5 & 
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Congress at time of vote” é3 s i § 
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RHODE ISLAND 
FOGARTY, John E. D 14 ° o a 
FORAND, Aime J. D 13 a ° a“ 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
ASHMORE, Robert T. D 100 + + + 
DORN, W. J. Bryan D a + + + 
HEMPHILL, Robert W. D rT.) » + + 
McMILLAN, John L. D 86 + ° + 
RILEY, John J. D 63 o + 
RIVERS, L. Mendel D 63 ° « + 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
BERRY, E. Y. 8a + + + 
McGOVERN, George D 0 . ° ° 
TENNESSEE 
BAKER, Howard H. R 50 « + o 
BASS, Ross D 25 - - + 
DAVIS, Clifford D 20 ° ° « 
EVERETT, Robert A. D 43 e ° + 
EVINS, Joe L. D 25 o oe 4 
FRAZIER, James B., Jr. D 50 = + « 
LOSER, J. Carlton D 50 oO - . 
MURRAY, Tom D 60 ° ° + 
REECE, B. Carroll R 88 + + + 


- 





TEXAS 
ALGER, Bruce Rg 88 + + . 
BECKWORTH, Lindley D 38 ° e a 
BROOKS, Jack D 13 ° o e 
BURLESON, Omar D 50 = e + 
CASEY, Bob D 80 + ° + 
DOWDY, John D 75 + + + 
FISHER, 0. C D 75 a + + 
IKARD, Frank D 43 o e e 
KILDAY, Paul J. D 38 ee ee 
KILGORE, Joe M. D 50 ° ° + 
MAHON, George H. D 43 ® -« . 
PATMAN, Wright D 38 ° ° + 
POAGE, W. R. D 50 ° s + 
RAYBURN, Sam D 
ROGERS, Walter D 75 + - + 
RUTHERFORD, J. T. D 63 + - + 
TEAGUE, Olin E. D 67 + ° ° 
THOMAS, Albert D 38 ° » + 
THOMPSON, Clark W. D 38 o ° + 
THORNBERRY, Homer D 38 o o e 
WRIGHT, James C., Jr. D 38 - - - 
YOUNG, John D 63 » «a @ 
UTAH 
DIXON, Henry Aldous R 25 - - - 
KING, David S. D 20 - + ° 
VERMONT 
MEYER, William H. D 17 o ° + 
VIRGINIA 
ABBITT, Watkins M. D 75 + . + 
BROYHILL, Joel T. R 63 o + « 
DOWNING, Thomas N. D 60 + ° e 
GARY, J. Vaughan D 63 ~~ y 
HARDY, Porter, Jr. D 50 ° + « 
HARRISON, Burr P. D 75 + o + 
JENNINGS, W. Pat D 50 + e + 
POFF, Richard H. RK 88 i. © 
SMITH, Howard W. D 86 > oe @ 
TUCK, William M. D 88 + + + 
WASHINGTON 
HORAN, Walt R 43 - ° © 
MACK, Russell V. R 100 XXXXX oo 
MAGNUSON, Don D 0 ° - - 
MAY, Catherine R 60 - + - 
PELLY, Thomas M. R 75 + + a 
TOLLEFSON, Thor C. R 38 e + * 
WESTLAND, Jack e 50 + + o 
WEST VIRGINIA 
BAILEY, Cleveland M. D 50 + e + 
HECHLER, Ken D 33 o + + 
KEE, Elizabeth D 29 Oo “ “i 
MOORE, Arch A., Jr. R 43 - + + 
SLACK, John M., Jr. D 0 - ° = 
STAGGERS, Harley 0. D 25 - ~ e 
WISCONSIN 
FLYNN, Gerald T. D 33 . e + 
BYRNES, John W. R 75 + + - 
JOHNSON, Lester R. D 0 - « » 
KASTENMEIER, Robert W. D 17 - « « 
LAIRD, Melvin R. R 75 ° + + 
O'KONSKI, Alvin E. x 63 + ” + 
REUSS, Henry S. D 0 ° a 4 
VAN PELT, William K. R 88 + + + 
WITHROW, Gardner R. R 71 + + a 
ZABLOCKI, Clement J. D 13 - ° . 
WYOMING } 
THOMSON, Keith R 75 + + + 
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U. S. SENATE 
P 3 
s6&23: +" means a “Conservative” vote 
Se § 3 x **.** means a “Liberal” vote . 
a 5 9” means “‘absent’* or “not voting 
s $ = 8 “XXX"* means “not a member of 
£s2%8 3 Congress at time of vote" 
a @ &°s'¢@ 
i Ah eS oe 
ALABAMA 
HILL, Lister D 
a a SPARKMAN, John D 
- - - - + 
ALASKA 
BARTLETT, E. L. D 
>t Sear uiorw. GRUENING, Ernest D 
+ + - + + 
IG al BS ARIZONA 
a ee ee ~~ GOLDWATER, Barry R 
oa ewe a HAYDEN, Carl D 
+ + - + + 
ARKANSAS 
FULBRIGHT, J. W. D 
Pin? 1h Vey? MeCLELLAN, John L. D 
CALIFORNIA 
ENGLE, Clair D 
~~ wee | Ss KUCHEL, Thomas H. R 
o + e os é 
oat Sire ey ts COLORADO 
7. M2) 2198 ~~ ALLOTT, Gordon R 
i Sette ys CARROLL, John A. D 
+ + e e + 
- 2. Ss CONNECTICUT 
Fee fo BUSH, Prescott R 
——— DODD, Thomas J. D 
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ISSUE ANTARCTIC TREATY 
In the bob-tail Session of Congress, 1960, the U.S, Senate rati- 


fled the Antarctic Treaty, over the strenuous and well-documented 
opposition of Senators Richard Russell of Georgia, Strom Thur- 
mond of South Carolina, Spessard Holland of Florida, Herman Tal- 
madge of Georgia, and Russell Long of Louisiana. 


The Antarctic Treaty is binding on the U.S., Great Britain, So- 
viet Russia, and nine other countries, The Antarctic Treaty ad- 
mitted Communist Russia to the Antarctic region (Antarctica) 

footing with the United States and other nations which 

long history of activity and claims in the Antarctic, The 

main effect of the Antarctic Treaty is to freeze indefinitely the 

existing status of sovereign claims in Antarctica, That, of course, 

is tailored for the benefit of the Soviet Union, which has no claim 
of any kind dated any earlier than 1956, 


Antarctic Treaty involves an area as big as the United 
oa ~ Under this treaty, the U.S, abandons 





Se ne stmted out another danger of the Antarctic Treaty, 


when he stated “There are 12 nations out of the 80 nations 
earth which are signatories, and which would 


hearts’ content, They could assert claims to any extent they de- 


during the Senate debate, 
one maps of the Antarctic region 
shows that the distance from the tip of South America to Antarctica 


Sen, Russell then brought up the point that any Communist sat- 
ellite nation could move into the Antarctic tomorrow and build 
a military or missile-launching base and, because the aggressor 
was not a signatory to the treaty, we could do nothing, Thus it is 
that this Antarctic Treaty provides a way by which the So- 








DESCRIPTION OF BILLS VOTED UPON IN THE U. S. SENATE 


ISSUE NATO CONFERENCE 
Senate Toint Resolution 170, (Seedescription of bill under House 


of Representatives Issue #1.) 

Passed 51 - 44, June 15, 1960, 
(-}) means a vote for NATO, leading to ultimate World Government, 
(+) Means a vote against NATO, in favor of national sovereignty. 


H.R, 11510 (See description of bill under House of Representa - - 
tives Issue #3, 
Passed 60 - 25, May 2, 1960, 
(-) means a vote in favor of the Foreign Aid Giveaway of U.S. 
tax dollars; 
(+) means a vote against fantastic Foreign Aid, 





eral Youth Corps under the complete control of the Federal Gov- 

ernment is inimical to the American way of life, 

| Passed 47 - 45, August 13, 1959, 

(-) means a vote the Government a **foot-in-the-door"’ 
towards the control of the youth of this nation, It also means 
a vote against the of individual communities and States 
to control and their youth; 

(+) means a vote for economy, because sucha Youth Corps is 
completely unnecessary, It is also a vote to prevent Federal 
interference with, and control over matters which rightfully 
rs eee within the realm of the family and the indivi- 


EEE errs ee under Issue #4:in the House of Rep- 


resentatives,) This Senate bill also contains the “Labor Bill of 

Rights,"* but includes a provision for criminal penalties for un- 

fair actions against Labor Union members by Big Labor Bosses. 
Passed 47 - 46, April 22, 1959, 

(-) means a vote in favor of Big Labor Bosses; 

(+) means a vote in favor of the rights of the individual Labor 
Union members 


States to control Communism, (See 
description under House of Representatives Issue #5.) 
Recommitted to committee (killed) 41 - 40, 21, 1958, 
(-) means a vote to deprive the individval States of the right to 


(+)means a vote to give the States the right to protect themselves, 


“SHER. 19601, (See. description under House of Represenat ves 


Issue #7.) 





numbering 
organization of this 
on conservation projects, thus adding hundreds 
the Federal payroll to perform jobs which should 
private enterprise. 
Youth Con- 
Corps and Hider in the early days 
of his terrorist regime of Nazi Germany. The youth of this nation 
should always be under the control of the family, or (if the family 
is unable to take proper care) such matters can be handled by 
religious organizations, local, City, and State charities, A Fed- 





Passed 72 - 16, July 22, 1958, 
(-) means @ vote to continue and extend unfair foreign 
(+) means a yote to protect the jobs of U.S. workingmen, 


\ 
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NEW PARTY 


ON BALLOT 


IN THESE STATES 


Only in a few States will it 
be possible on November 8 for 
voters to go to the polls and 
cast their ballots in favor of 
third party candidates, repre- 
senting Conservative political 
views which are completely op- 
posed to the Libera] Socialist 
views of the Kennedy-Nixon com- 
bine, If you are a resident of 
one of the follo States, you 
will have the oppo ty to vote 
your true convictions; You can 
vote for Conservative princi- 
ples in the following States: 


NEW JERSEY 

The Conservative Party of New 
Jersey is running candidates for 
both national and loca] offices, 
including the offices of Presi- 
dent, Vice President, a full slate 
of Presidential electors, a Sen- 
atorial candidate, eight Congres - 
sional candidates, and candidates 
for the office of County Free- 
holder in eight counties, 

As this issue of THE INDE- 
PENDENT AMERICAN goes to 
press, the New Jersey Conser- 
vatives plan that J. Bracken Lee 
of Utah will be their candidate 
for the Presidency, and Kent 
Courtney of New Orleans, pub- 
lisher of THE INDEPENDENT 
AMERICAN Newspaper, will be 
their candidate for the Vice 
Presidency, 

Winfred O, Perry of Montclair, 
N.J., New Jersey Conservative 
candidate for the Senate, willop- 
pose incumbent Senator Clifford 
Case, Republican, Senator Case, 
it will be noted, scores a Con- 
servative rating of only 25% in 
THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 
Conservative Index to be found 
on pages 3 and 4 of this issue, 

In the Fourth District, compri- 
sing Burlington and Mercer coun- 
ties, Howard G, Frank of Tren- 
ton, N.J., will oppose incumbent 
Democrat Congressman Frank 
Thompson, Jr., whom THE INDE- 
PENDENT AMERICAN rates asa 
14% Conservative, 

In the Sixth District, Union 
County, John H, Wisner, Jr., of 
Summit, N.J., will represent the 
New Jersey Conservative Party 
against incumbent Republican 
Florence P, Dwyer, who votes 
only 25 Conservative, 

In the 7th District, made up of 
Hunterdon, Sussex and Warren 
counties and parts of Bergen 
and Passaic Counties, Robert A. 
Kretzer, of Hillsdale, N.J., will 
oppose incumbent Republican 
Congressman William B, Wid- 
nall, a 38% Conservative, 

In the 8th District, represent-" 
ing the balance of Passaic Coun- 
ty, Ronald G, Timm of Paterson, 
N.J., will oppose incumbent Re- 
publican Gordon Canfield, who 
voted Conservative on only 20% 
of the key issues outlined in THE 
INDEPE NDE NT AMERICAN 
Index, 

In the 9th District, comprising 
parts of Bergen and Hudson Coun- 
ties, Arthur A. Wacker will op- 
pose incumbent Congressman 
Frank C, Osmers, Jr., whom the 
— Index rates at only 


In the 10th District, parts of 
Essex and Hudson Counties, 
Frank J. DeGeorge of Belleville, 
N.J., will oppose incurnbent Con- 
gressman Peter W. Rodino, Jr., 
who rates a big fat “ZERO” 
as a Conservative in the index 
of key votes, 

In the llth District, made up 
of a part of Essex County, Con- 
servative candidate Josephine 
Underwood of East Orange, N./., 
will run against incumbent Con- 
gressman Hugh J. Addonizio, 
Democrat, whom THE INDE PEN- 
DENT AMERICAN rates as 219% 
Conservative, 

In the 12th District, also made 
up of a part of Essex County, 
Harold P, Poeschelof Short Hills, 
N.J., will represent the Conser- 
vative Party of, New Jersey in 
opposition to incumbent Congres - 
sman George M, Wallhauser, Re- 
publi who managed to chalk 
Conservative score in 


FE 


the ballot in Michigan under the 
symbol of the Liberty Bell, _ 

The Honefable Alvin Reynolds 
is the candidate of the Independent 
American Party for United States 
Senate, He will oppose incumbent 
Senator Pat McNamara, Demo- 
crat, who has a Conservative 

rating in THE INDEPENDENT 
AMERICAN Conservative Index 
(contained in this issue) of 
“ZERO”, 

This new party also has on 
the ballot 20 Independent Elec- 
tors, and candidates for most of 
the seats in the State Legisla- 
ture, Readers of THE INDE- 
PENDENT AMERICAN News- 
paper in the State of Michigan 
can express their disgust with 
the Democrat and Republican 
parties by voting for the Presi- 
dential Electors of the Indepen- 
dent American Party of Michi- 
gan, and voting for Alvin Reynolds 
for United States Senator and for 
all other candidates of the Inde- 
pendent American Party for the 
State Legislature, and other lo- 
cal offices. 

As we go to press, we do not 
have the names of all of these 
candidates, but we suggest that 
Michigan readers of THE IN- 
DEPENDENT AMERICAN write 
to the headquarters of the Inde- 
pendent American Party of Mi- 

‘chigan, 12099 Grand River Ave- 
nue, Detroit, Michigan, The 
Independent American Party 
headquarters will send you full 
information how you can be of 
help this election year in making 
this new Conservative party ef- 
Yective at the polls, 


MISSISSIPPI 

Independent Electors areon the 
ballot in Mississippi, spear- 
headed by actively-campaigning 
Governor Ross Barnett, Chances 
are excellent that the Independent 
Elector plan will carry the State 
of Mississippi. 


TEXAS 

The Constitution Party of Tex- 
as will appear on the ballot, with 
Charles L, Sullivan, former dis- 
trict attorney of Clarksdale, Mis- 
sissippi who was a strong conten- 
der in last year’s Democratic 
gubernatorial primary, as its 
Presidential candidate, 

Running for Congress in the 
Eighth District on the Constitu- 
tion Party of Texas ticket, is 
Robert Nesmith, Houston con- 
tractor, who is widely known 
throughout the country in connec- 
tion with his efforts to secure 
passage of the 23rd (Repeal the 
Income Tax) Amendment to the 
U.S, Constitution, Nesmith will 
oppose incumbent Democrat Con- 
gressman Albert Thomas - who 
voted only 38% Conservative on 
the key issues tabulated in THE 
INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 
Conservative Index, 

In the Sixteenth District, Con- 
stitution Party candidate Dr, Do~- 
rothy Wyvell will oppose incum- 
bent Democrat Congressman J, 
T. Rutherford, Rutherford rates 
63% Conservative in THE INDE- 
PENDENT AMERICAN Index, 


VIRGINIA 
The Conservative Party of Vir- 


, ginia has qualified to be on the 


ballot in that State, carrying two 
Virginians, Edward J, Silverman, 
and C, Benton Coiner, as its 
‘Presidential and Vice-Presiden- 
tial Candidates. These candid- 
ates, however, have announced 
their intention, if the ticket wins 


in Virginia, of requesting the 


Conservative Party's twelve 
electors to cast their votes for 
Sen, Harry Byrd of Virginia for 
the Presidency, and for Tom 
Anderson, Nashville publisher of 
FARM & RANCH Magazine, for 
Vice President, 


IN STATE 
Merritt Curtis for President 
and B, M, Miller for Vice Presi- 
dent have a possibility of being 
on the ballot in Washington State 
under the sponsorship of the 
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U.N., UNESCO and NATO 
All Aim At World Government 


By Florence Lyons 
(Reprinted from THE LEDGER, Montrose, California.) 


UNesco and the entire United Nations Organization is dedicated 
to the end objective of transforming the present **UN"* into a 
UN World Government, 

NATO is dedicated to the end objective of transforming the 
present ‘NATO” structure into a REGIONAL World Government, 

The UN-Planners, including the Communists from the USSR 
and the Communist Agents and sympathizers planted in the U.S, 
Government, carefully wrote into the UN Charter the legal pro- 
vision for the formation of “regional” groups such as *‘NATO", 
They knew that these would help greatly in the final takeover, 
since nations which had already surrendered their national sov- 
ereignty to a POLITICAL regional-grouping would be easier to 
lead-by the nose into total UN World Government than would the 
many independent nations which exist under the present system. 


POLITICAL ALLIANCE 


The bait the U.S.A, swallowed whole in joining NATO, was that 
it was to be strictly for ‘‘defense,” Only the Boys in the Back- 
room knew the plans were already being drawn to extend **NATO” 
into POLITICAL alliance, 

To America this means uniting in common flag, government, 
monetary system, etc,, with Mama England, France, Italy, Ger- 
many and the other so-called **NATO democracies,"" 

Admittedly the North Atlantic Treaty was lobbied through the 
Senate by an outfit called the Atlantic Union Committee, Its Mother - 
Body is **Federal Union, Inc.”, which enjoyed tax-exempt status, 
and it was to protect this tax-exempt status, AUC was formed, 
NON-tax-exempt, and registered as a political lobby, One of the 
first acts of Eisenhower's administration was to grant this ad- 
mitted lobby -- on whose Advisory Board sat Milton -- TAX- 
EXEMPT status retroactive to its birth! 


SELL-OUT SET 


For years, AUC has had “Atlantic Union Resolutions” up be- 
fore the Senate, demanding a Constitutional Convention be called 
among NATO members and other “‘democracies” they might 
want to invite, to draft a Constitution for the new “*Atlantic 
Union,** This would replace our own, of course, 

Richard Nixon sponsored the AUC Resolution as one of his 
first Senatorial acts, January 15, 1951. 

Since the tax-exempt “‘dea]** AUC has taken to half-concealment 
of its political lobbying. After about nine re-writes over as many 
years, they finally got their S.J, Res, 170 through the Senate 
on June 15th, This calls for a U.S, Citizens Commission on 
NATO, to spend $300,000-$400,000 of taxpayer’s money on a 
*“‘NATO Convention** of “NATO CITIZENS;; to chat over PO- 
LITICAL means of altering NATO, (It's un-Constitutional and 
violates, one Senator said, the Logan Act, but what do One- 
worlders care?) 

The only honest Boy among them~--ever--is Senator Thomas 
Dodd, who in pitching for the Resolution said: ‘*I have no hesi- 
tancy in saying to my colleagues that I am a world federalist." 
He frankly admitted the proposition was *‘a smal] step” toward 
his goal of world government, 

Richard Nixon’s continued support was stated by Cooper, quo- 
ting ex-Fund for the Republic Boy Case: 

“A number of us have been working on this problem, Among 
them is the Vice President of the U.S,, who when he was in the 
Senate, had a great interest in this whole area, and still re- 
tains it, I am AUTHORIZED BY HIM to say that he welcomes 
this initiative on the part of Members of the Senate; that he 
strongly believes it is extremely desirable for the countries of 
the Atlantic COMMUNITY to engage in cooperative efforts~of 





, every sort to draw closer together."* Ah! The Great Conserva- 


tive Idol, Nixon! 

Rocky wants this, too, especially ‘‘coordination of NATO re- 
search,”* NATO already has a “Science Committee" handing out 
U.S, money, Recently they gave C, F, Powell of England $72,000, 
He*s a Top Officer in the International Communist Front: World 
Federation of Scientific Workers, a co-official with Red Chinese 
and such as Linus Pauling! 

Who else wants NATO raaney wr na Johnson, Kennedy, 
Symington, Stevenson, Humphrey, Sparkman...... 

(Editor’s Note: How did your Congressmen and Senators vote 
on NATO? See THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN CONSERVATIVE 


Index on pages 3 and 4 of this issue.) 











Thank You 


(Reprinted from the WALL 
STREET JOURNAL) 


WE, PEOPLE’ 
URGES: BREAK 
WITH RED BLOC 


We, The People! — a na- 
tional organization of politi- 
cal conservatives—proposed 
Sunday that the United 
States cancel all diplomatic 
relations with the soviet gov- 


Last week the U.S, Govern- 
ment, through the United Na- 
tions, handed the Republic of 
the Congo $5 million to help 
that chaotic nation meet its 
most pressing needs, 

Last weekend eight U.S, air- 
men were attacked and beaten 
by Congolese soldiers and po~ 
lice, 

The foreign aid situation, it 
appears, remains normal, 





ernment and all its satellites. 

“Their embassies in this 
nation serve as nests of 
spies and intrigue, and are 
being used as instruments of 
our nation’s destruction,” 
the organization said in a 
resolution adopted at the 
closing session of its na- 
tional convention in the La 
Salle hotel. 

Income Tax “Evil” 

. The organization, which 
reélected Billy James Har- 
‘gis, a Tulsa evangelist, as its 
national president, said the 
income tax law is the “ root 
of all government evil” and 


States withdraw from the 
United Nations,” the organ- 
ization said. 

We. The People! also voted 
against federal aid to educa- 
tion. and medical aid to the 
aged. 

. Maj. Gen. C. A. Willoughby. 
former chief of intelligence’ 
for Gen. Douglas MacArthur, 
told 1,000 delegates and visit- 
ors to the final convention 
sessions that Russia has its 
own timetable for what it ex- 
pects to be the conquest of 
the United States. In 1931, 
he said, a Russian official 
said, “ Our time will come in 


ey its repeal. 20 or 30 years.” 

“The spiritual morale of “ j 

this nation has never been bonne plenary pv 
lower. Juvenile delinquency, Gen. Willoughby 

crime, and alcoholism are at . 
all-time highs,” the resolu- The organization cited Rep: 


tion said “our nation should 
have a spiritual rebirth in 


Noah M. Mason [R., 011.) for 


order to save its soul and its international trade agree- 

= with God.” a" , 
organization called for 

an end to foreign aid, except It also cited Cleve- 

to friendly nations such as | ‘and M. Bailey [D., W. Va.) 


aid and ‘reciprocal trade 
agreements. 





government and 

Supervision of agriculture. eae b Mas TP ad —_ , * 
“We somes with the of Chicago, executive vice 
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Dan Smoot Hits Goldwater 
Calls for Boycott of Kennedy - Nixon 


(Excerpts from THE DAN SMOOT REPORT) 





‘The Republican Convention, July 25, formally opened with con- 
servatives all over the nation thrilling with expectation--not just 

It was clear that the Convention was disgusted with Richard 
Nixon, Even the Rockefeller forces to whom he had crawled and 
surrendered were contemptuous of him, Nixon (with Rockefeller’s 
New York votes now assured) stil] had quite enough votes to win 
on the first ballot - if balloting for him were the first order of 
business in the Convention, But it wouldn’t be, The Goldwater 
forces had ample time and opportunity to demand a roll-call vote 
of the whole Convention on every leftwing plank in the Republican 
platform, They were loudly threatening to do this; and if they 
had done it, Nixon’s hold on the Convention would have been 
broken before two roll-calls were completed. 


But the conservatives (who had their first real chance in more . 


than twenty years, and probably the last chance they will ever 
have, to capture control of a major political party, did not have 
a leader with the courage, integrity, and brains needed for the 
occasion, 

The Platform Committee which had indignantly said it would 

not become a rubber stamp for Nixon and Rockefeller, broke up 
into working subcommittees and started rubber stamping the 
Nixon-Rockefeller demands, 
- In fact (according to a by-line article by Arthur Krock, in the 
July 27, 1960, issue of The New York Times) professional po- 
litical writers from Rockefeller’s paid staff were assigned to 
edit the work of the various subcommittees of the Platform 
Committee to be sure that the exact language which Rockefeller 
wanted would be included in the Republican platform. Some of 
Nixon’s people were given similar roles, but the Rockefeller 
professionals had their way completely. No one representing Gold- 
water or his point of view was given an opportunity even to see 
the new platform planks being written, 

For five days--from Saturday, July 23, when the Nixon-Rocke- 
feller deal was made, to Wednesday night, July 27, when the 
balloting for Nixon began--Goldwater led the conservative chorus 
of charges against Nixon for *‘betrayal,”* “‘surrender,”* and making 
a *“*Munich-deal,"* For five days, the Goldwater forces had threa- 
tened to fight for their principles, And then, on Wednesday night, 
Barry Goldwater broke the back of the conservative forces by 
withdrawing. Goldwater*s forces had threatened, but had made no 
fight at all on the floor of the Convention, Barry Goldwater 
pulled out of the struggle when he should have been fighting 
with all his strength, 


REPUBLICAN PLATORM 





In his withdrawal speech, Goldwater said: 

“The Republican platform deserves the support of every 
American over the blue-print for socialism presented by 
the Democrats,"* 

The Republican platform is just as much a blue-print for social- 
ism as the Democrat platform, The Republican platform does 
pay more lip service to the principles of freedom and to the 
importance of economy and sound money than the Democrat plat- 


- form does; but this is hypocrisy, because the Democrats and Re- 


publicans make essentially the same promises, 

The Republicans promise one-world socialism but express 
some nostalgia for individual freedom and economy in govern- 
mental operations, The Democrats just promise one-world so- 
cialism. 

Some conservatives say it is significant that the Republicans 
at least pay lip-service to American principles, Democrats don’t 
even have enough respect for these principles to praise them, 
There is a point there, On the other hand, which will be more 
damaging to the cause of freedom: a Nixon administration which 
supports one-world socialism while confusing the public with 
rhetoric praising American principles of. freedom; or a Kennedy 
administration which supports the same one-world socialism, 
without any hypocritica] talk about American consitutional prin- 
ciples! 

Hesis strongest and can fight most effectively who can clearly 
distinguish his enemigs and his friends, 


BARRY GOLDWATER 





In his withdrawal speech, Goldwater said: 

“I've been campaigning across this country for six years 
for Richard Nixon, And I see no reason to change my mind 

Goldwater had admitted that Nixon deceived him, He had ad- 
mitted Nixon had gone ‘“‘far to the left.** He had accused Nixon 
of “surrender®” and “betrayal” -- but could see no reason for 
not supporting Nixon, What would be a good reason in Goldwater's 
scheme of values? 

Goldwater said: “If we (conservatives) want to take this party 
back--and I think we can someday-- let’s get to work (and help 
elect Nixon),*’ 

What Goldwater says here is, simply, that conservatives should 
work hard to complete the left-wing’s total, tight-fisted control 
of the Republican Party--so that conservatives can then recapture 
the party! 

Some conservatives defend Goldwater’s withdrawal by saying 
that it was the only strategic thing to do: he couldn’t possibly 
have won, after the Nixon-Rockefeller deal, and it would have 
hurt the conservative cause if he had left his name in nomination 
and had thus let the nation see how few votes he would get. 

If--as I have indicated before--Goldwater had fought the Republi- 
can blueprint for socialism by demanding roll-call votes on the 
floor, he would have gained such strength by the time his name 
was placed in nomination that he very probably would have won, 
At the very least, he could have made a most impressive showing 
for the conservative cause, As he handled it (far from winning 
great respect for the conservative cause, as is widely claimed) 
Goldwater convinced the nation that conservatives have little 
strength, and no courage or leadership to use what they have, 

I could, however, forgive Goldwater for such a strategic error 
in refusing to fight; but I cannot forget his unrestrained (and 
basically dishonest) praise of Richard Nixon whom he had prev- _ 
iously castigated in rather harsh terms, 

The Americans For Constitutional Action’s analysis of the 
voting records of United States Representatives and Senators re-_ 
veals that Republicans have a far better record in Congress 
than Democrats, Many conservatives take this as evidence that 
they should vote for Republicans Nixon and Lodge in November. 
I take it as evidence that conservatives should not vote for Nixon 
and Lodge, The Republicans who have consistently made excellent 
records for supporting constitutional principles in Congress, did 
so, in large part, by opposing everything that Nixon and Lodge 
stand for, 

If conservatives want to make their votes mean something at 


I understand the fear which many conservatives have of Walter 
and of similar characters who have great influence on 
of Rockefeller 
Rockefeller’s determination to con- 
t labor state and to submerge it into 


i 
: 
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ELECT CONSERVATIVES 
TO CONGRESS IN NOV. 
AND PLAN FOR 1962 


One question which Conservatives frequently ask is **What has 
accounted for the passage of increasingly Socialistic measures 
through Congress in the past few years, even though there are 
staunch Conservative members of both the House and the Senate, 
and there is a ‘working coalition’ between Southern Democrats 
and Conservative Republicans?** We believe that the answer to 
this question is found in THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN Con- 
servative Index which shows that the Republicans in the House of 
Representatives score, as a whole, a 64% Conservative rating, 
and the Democrats in the House, as a whole, score a 27% rating, 
This means members of the Republican party in the House voted 
36% of the time in favor of Socialist legislation; whereas the Demo- 
crats voted 73% Socialist, 

There are 437 members of the House of Representatives, which 
breaks down to 277 Democrats and 160 Republicans, This nation 
cannot be returned to fiscal sanity and Constitutional Government 
as long as Democrats rate an average of only 27% Conservative 
and members of the Republican party obtain an over-all average 
of only 64% Conservative, Two courses are open in order to halt 
Congressional irresponsibility and Big Spending: (1) Present mem- 
bers of the Republican and Democratic parties must be prevailed 
upon by the voters back home to increase the number of times 
they vote Conservative, or (2) failing that, all Senators and Con- 
gressmen, regardless of party label, who score less than 70% 
should be replaced by Republicans, Democrats, or independent 
candidates who will pledge to vote 100% Conservative, 

A Congressman or Senator who only votes 45% of the time, 
or 5% of the time Conservative does inestimable harm to the 
cause of Conservatism, as he is occupying a seat in Congress 
which could be filled by a 100% Conservative, 

Therefore, it is suggested that you use THE INDEPENDENT 
AMERICAN Conservative Index to analyze your Congressman’s 
voting record, If he votes 70% or more Conservative, give him 
as much support as you possibly can, If, on the other hand, he 
votes less than 70% Conservative, start now to work with other 
Conservative citizens in your Congressional area to find a genuine 
Conservative candidate for Congress to replace the Liberal or 
pseudo-Conservative incumbent in the 1962 Congressional elec- 
tions. Specific ‘grass roots’ action can, in this way, give the 
Conservatives a majority in Congress in 1962! 





“If it is necessary to fight Communists’ infiltration in Lebanon, 
why not in America? If it is necessary to fight Communists in 
Quemoy and Matsu, why not resist and expose them in America, 





while yet we can?** 


---The Hon, Nelson S, Dilworth 
California State Senator 





La. Sets Up Un-American 
Activities Committee 


Representative James H, 
Pfister of New Orleans was 
elected Chairman of Louisi- 
ana’s new Joint Legislative 
Committee on Un-American 
Activities, 


This new Committee of tea 
members is composed of five 
State Representatives who were 
appointed by the Speaker of the 
House, and five State Senators 
‘appointed by the President of 
the Senate, The Vice-Chairman 
of this Committee is Senator 
Samuel S, Broussard of New 
Iberia, 

The Concurrent Resolution 
which set up the Committee out- 
lined that the ‘*Committee shall 
study, investigate and analyze 
all the facts rejating directly 
or indirectly to the subject"*of 
“subversive groups and per- 
sons under the color of protec- 
tion afforded by the Bill of 
Rights of the U.S, Constitution 
which seek to destroy us and 
the ideals for which we fought". 

The Committee has the power 
to investigate “groups and or- 
ganizations which have as their 
objectives,,.the overthrow of 
the State of Louisiana or the 
United States by force, violence 
or other unlawful means,"* 

The Joint Legislative Com- 
mittee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities has the power to em- 
ploy the necessary staff, in- 
cluding research and investi- 
gative personnel, as it may 
deem necessary, The Com- 
mittee has the power to sub- 
poena witnesses, administer 
oaths and require the produc- 
‘ion of books and records per- 
tinent to any inquiries before 
the Committee, and to do all 
other things necessary orcon- 
venient to enable it fully and 
adequately to perform its du- 


ties and accomplish its pur- 
poses, 

Although the Committee was 

given sufficient power to carry 
on a wide area of investigation, 
it is somewhat hampered by one 
portion of the Concurrent Reso- 
lution which prohibits the Com- 
mittee from investigating con- 
fidential records of thegovern- 
ment of the State of Louisiana 
itself, The only records that 
the Committee can obtain re- 
garding the State Government 
are those included in the Pyb- 
lic Records Act, The Commit- 
tee may thus find itself consid- 
erably restricted in trying to 
investigate evidences of Com- 
/munist activity in the State 
Universities or in the State De- 
partment of Education, This is 
unfortunate because it is well 
known that the Communist Par- 
ty is continually trying to in- 
filtrate key positions in educa- 
tion, 


To the best of our knowledge, 
Louisiana is the first State to 
establish a subversive investi- 
gating Committee since the Su- 
preme Court ruled in the case 
of Steve Nelson that individual 
States did not have the right 
to control subversion within 
the State, 

It will be interesting to see 
how the Louisiana members of 
the Nationa] Lawyers Guild, the 
Louisiana Civil Liberties Com- 
mittee, and the other “‘bleeding - 
heart’* organizations react to 
the investigations and the ac- 
tivities of Louisiana's new 
Communist-hunting Commit- 
tee, 

THE INDEPENDENT AM- 
ERICAN wishes James H, Pfis- 
ter and his Committee good luck 
and good hunting, 
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WILL WRITE-IN VOTES BE COUNTED? 


Now is the time to lay your 
plans for whatever action you 
plan to take on election day, 
Granted, there isn much 
choice between the “like- 
as-two-peas-in-a-pod"* can- 
didates, Kennedy and Nixon, 
But, what's to be done about 
it? 

One method of protest is to 
go to the polls on election day 
and cast your votes forall Con- 
servative candidates for Con- 
gress, but boycott Presidential 
and Vice Presidential candid- 
ates, If Conservative candidates 
for Congress should receive 
more votes than the Presiden- 
tial candidates in a large num- 
ber of Congressional Districts, 
a non-voting protest would cer- 
tainly be apparent to columnists 
and politica] analysts follow- 
ing the election, 

If, however, you prefer to cast 
a “voting** protest by writing in 
your choice for President and 
Vice-President, here is what 
you should do right now: Pick 
up your telephone and call your. 
County Registrar of Voters, Ask 
him (or her) the following ques- 
tions: 

“Are write-in votes permit- 
ted, or - if 1 write in candid- 
ates for President and Vice 
President - will it invalidate 
my ballot and cance] out my 
other votes?" 





“If write-in votes are per- 
mitted, should my vote be cast 
for Presidential and Vice- 
Presidential candidates, or for 
Presidential electors?" 

“If I must vo® for Presi- 
dential electors, how many are 
required, and must I indicate a 
party name?"* 

Election returns for previous 
years as shown in the World 
Almanac indicate that ‘‘write- 
in** votes are probably permis-' 
sible in the following States: 

Arkansas, California, Con- 
necticut, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Iinois, Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, New York, 
South Carolina and Vermont, 

However, don’t take our 
word - or even the World Al- 
manac*s word - for it! Check 
now with your County Regis- 
trar of Voters so that you'll 
know what to do when election 
day rolls around, And don’t 
overlook the fact that unless 
you check on these details in 
advance, your “‘write-in*’ vote 
is likely to invalidate your bal- 
Jot, and throw out your much- 
needed votes for Conservative 
Senators and Congressmen, 

Elections have been won or 
lost by a one-vote margin - 
so insure that your votes are 
correctly entered by obtaining 
details regarding voting laws in 
your State NOW! 


THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 
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VOTER’S REBELLION IN GEORGIA 


(Reprinted from CHATTA- 
NOOGA NEWS-FREE PRESS) 


Georgia voters exercised ex- 
cellent judgment by choosing in 
a statewide Democratic pri- 
mary vote September 14 to put 
unpledged presidential electors 
on the November ballot rather 
than a slate of electors pled- 
ged to the Kennedy ticket, 

The Georgians’ decision for 
independent electors, one which 
all the South should have mat- 
ched in its own self-interest, 
is particularly impressive in 
view of the fact that Gov, Er- 
nest VAndiver has regrettably 
endorsed the Kennedy ticket, 

But what Gov. Vandiver was 
willing to swallow without ef- 
fective protest, the individual, 
voters of Georgia were not wil- 
ling to swallow. 

In our electoral system as es- 
tablished by the Constitution, 
each state has the number of 
electors equal to the number 
of representatives and senators 
it has in Congress, Georgia has 
12, A total of 269 electoral 
votes will be needed by a presi- 
dential candidate to win, 

In event of a very close race 
between Vice President Nixon 
and Sen, Kennedy, it is possi- 
ble that if a sizable number 
of independent electors with- 
held their votes from both can- 
didates, neither would have the 
269 needed to win, If that were 
the case, the independent elec-: 
tors would hold the balance of 
power, One candidate or the 
other would have to make con- 
cessions to gain those inde- 





pendent votes, or the election 
would be thrown into the House 
of Representatives for decision, 


If Georgia had simply **gone 
along’* by adopting pledged 
electors, it would have given 
up any chance of having bar- 
gaining power, It maintains a 
chance, however, by having in- 
dependent electors. 

Admittedly, the chance is 
very small, as things have 
shaped up, that Georgia’s in- 
dependent electors will be ef- 
fective, They are so few, Only 
Mississippi*s and part of Ala- 
bama’s electors have joined in 
an independent move, Missis- 
sippi has eight electors, And 
six of Alabama*s 11 are inde- 
pendents, That provides a total 
of only 26 independent electors, 

It is improbable--though still 
possible--that the election will 
be so close that 26 independent 
electors will hold the balance 
of power, But if other Southern 
electors had stood with these, 
it would have been possible to 
have a bloc of perhaps 57 or 
even 69 independent electors, 
And a bloc of that size might 
well hold the balance of power. 

Though the Georgians’ inde- 
pendent decision does not 
assure them of victory, it does 
constitute an indorsement of 
principle. They have not gone 
down the line for the radical 
candidate and platform, And 
they may be proud of it, 

And there is this to think 
about: That Georgians made 
this decision for independence, 
despite their popular gover- 
nor’s endorsement of Kennedy, 
is indication that determined 
opposition to the radica] Ken- 
nedy platform is running far 
stronger at the grass roots in 
the South than many may have 
believed, 


Break Off 
With Cuba—Now! 


(Reprinted from MANCHESTER (N,H,) UNION LE ADER) 


The United States should break off diplomatic 
relations with Cuba immediately. It is impossible 
to advance any sensible reason why the United 
States should continue to have the property of its 
citizens confiscated in Cuba and submit itself to 
every possible insult of its diplomatic representa- 


tives and of its people. 


But the question of breaking diplomatic rela- 
tions with Cuba goes beyond the matter of national 
pride or decency, It gets down to a matter of just 
plain common sense. Anyone who reads about the 
activities of Cuban dictator Castro during his New 
York visit can conclude only that he is little more 
than a beatnik bum, backed up by Russian ma- 


chine guns. 


How anyone can take this man seriously and 
regard him as a rational, logical representative 
of the Cuban people is beyond belief. It is not 
only degrading for the United States to submit to 
insults by Cuba, it also is just plain ridiculous for 
us to have relations with this bearded beatnik. 

If the United States is going to try to do busi- 
ness with irrational Communist puppets such as 
Castro and Lumumba, we might as well give up 
all hope of living a normal and sensible life, be- 
cause these people are neither normal nor sensible. 
You cannot do business with them any more than 
if you were to treat some occupant of an insane 
asylum as a rational individual. 

The entire situation is so absurd that it defies 


description. 


Ls we 


THERE IS ONLY ONE WAY TO BRING AN ” 
END TO IT AND THAT IS TO SEVER DIPLO- 
MATIC RELATIONS WITH CUBA AND TO 
ASSIST EVERY POSSIBLE EFFORT OF THE 
CUBAN PEOPLE TO FREE THEMSELVES FROM 
THIS BLOOD-THIRSTY DICTATOR WHO IS 
SUPPORTED BY RUSSIAN GOLD AND RUSSIAN 


GUNS. 


(Reprinted from the CHATTA- 
NOOGA NEWS-FREE PRESS) 


The United Nations in its 
Fall “convention”, laid out the 
*“‘welcome mat* for traitors-- 
men who have sold out their 
own people, their own coun- 
tries, They are the puppet rul- 
ers of Communist countries who 
will follow at the heels of Khru- 
shchev at the UN, 

Call the roll: Fidel Castro 
of Cuba, who has betrayed the 
aspiration of his people for 
liberty and has become a So- 
viet dupe, a high-handed, Red- 
tainted dictator; Janos Kadar of 
Hungary, many of whose 
countrymen lie in graves to 
which they were consigned by 
Russian tanks because they 
craved freedom for their home- 
land; Wladyslaw Gomulka of Po- 
land, who holds his hee] on the 
neck of his people with the 
threat that if they do not ac- 
cept his dictates they will suf- 





Quisling Was A Piker ! 


fer worse under total Russian 
occupation; Gheorghe Gheor- 
ghiu-Dej of Romania, who has 
helped prevent his land from 
seeing the light of freedom by 
leading the Communist enslave- 
ment that succeeded Nazi en- 
slavement; Antonin Novotny of 
Czechoslovakia, who has squee- 
zed a liberty-loving people into 
Communist conformity by 
force;Todor Zhikov of Bulgaria, 
who does the Soviet bidding by 
keeping his people in thrall; 
Mahmet Shehu of Albania who 
runs as tight and as vicious 
a Red dictatorship as anyone, 

In World War Ul, the name 
Quisling became a synonym for 
the lowest sort of treason, The 
name was that of the man who 
turned against his own Norwe- 
gian people and ruled their land 
in behalf of Nazi beasts, 

But Quisling was a piker, a 
social welfare worker in com- 
parison with Castro, Kadar, Go- 
mulka and the rest, 











RIGHT WING EDITORIALS WANTED 


Patriots, please send us right-wing, patriotic edi- 
torials which may appear in your local newspapers. How- 
ever, please do not mark on them with pencil or crayon, 
as all newspaper editorials are reproduced in THE IN- 
DEPENDENT AMERICAN by a photographic process. 


Thank you. 





Facts About The Canal Zone 


(Reprinted from the MANCHESTER (N,H,) UNION LEADER) 


_It should be unnecessary, but some 
writers are so intent on defending the fly- 
ing of the Panamanian flag in the Canal 
Zone that this newspaper feels compelled 
to recall some historical facts. 

FACT NO. 1—The 1903 Hay-Brunau-Va- 
rilla Treaty between the Republic of Pan- 
ama and the United States granted to the 
“IN PERPETUITY” the 


United States 





without the authorization or direction of 
Congress, it did not impair the fundamen- 
tal principle of exclusive sovereign con- 
trol by the United States. 

FACT NO. 6 — Since the Suez crisis of 
1956 the Communists have made interna- 
tionalization of the Panama Canal their 
prime aim; in order to destroy the vitality 
of the Monroe Doctrine. 


On The Defensive 


(Reprinted from THE STATE, 
Columbia, S.C.) 


In his speech before the U.N. 


that the United States is confi- 
dent of eventual victory. 


KENNEDY-NIXON FOR 
FOREIGN GIVEAWAY 


By Mary Helen Brengel 


Once upon a time as election 
day drew near the voter was 
inclined to take inventory ofhis 
political beliefs, and, using 
them as a yardstick, would de- 
cide which Presidential can- 
didate **measured up,"* 

Unfortunately, there is no 
necessity for such self- 
analyses in this election year 
of 1960, With that November 
day close upon us when we may 
choose who is to be honored 
through election to the highest 
office in this land, it has be- 
come more and more obvious 
to intelligent voters that they 
are being offered a ‘‘choice 
that is no choice,** Where does 
Sen, Kennedy stand on any given 
issue? That’s where Nixon 
stands too! 

Take, for example, the outra- 
geous Foreign Aid program, 
with its yearly giveaway of bil- 
lions of dollars to foreign coun- 
tries -- dollars taken from 
taxpaying U.S, citizens by the 
increasingly heavy hand of au- 


thoritarian government, Nei-. 


ther candidate for the Presiden- 
cy would operate in the interest 
of the taxpayers by whom they 


will be elected to office, where. 


Foreign Aid is concerned, Both 
Kennedy and Nixon favor con- 
tinuation of this program, and 
would be more apt to increase 
than to decrease these give- 


travel the roads, Also, the Am- 
erican taxpayer has sent expen- 
sive scientific equim:nent to 
Laos, where there { nobody 
able to use it. Inflation resulted 
from our excessive cashgrants 
to Laos, doubling the cost of 
living. 


**American Might and Soviet 
Myth,** by J. G. Campaigne, 
Editor of the Indianapolis Star 
(Henry Regnery, $3.95) gives 
further examples of the lavish 
stupidity with which our tax dol- 
lars are being spent in Foreign 
Aid, among which are the fol- 
lowing: 


LEBANON 
U.S, Foreign Aid built an 
orange-sorting plant for the Le- 


too far away from 
the villages where the people 
work, The housing project is 


TURKEY 

A big beet sugar factory was 
provided through Foreign Aid 
dollars for the Turks, whogrow 
enough beets to operate the 
factory only 18 days a year! 


U.S, Foreign Aid dollars pay 
annual deficit of the Boli- 


U.S. AIDS RED POLAND 
POLAND AIDS RED BLOC 


By Fulton Lewis, Jr. 


_— 


(Copyright, 1960, King Features Syndicate, Inc,) 


WASHINGTON, SEPT, 13 -- The United States has funneled 
$654 million worth of foreign aid in the last four years to the 
Communist government of Poland in the futile hope of weaning 


that satellite away from Moscow. 


Rather than accomplishing the expressed purpose, the American 
dollars have beefed up the Polish government to the extent that 
the nation is now going into the foreign aid business on its own. 

The Poles have instituted a program of technical aid to those 
Nations classified as either ‘‘wavering’’ or being solidly in the 


Communist bloc, 


With two exceptions, the Poles are competing with the U.S, in 
their new enterprise, Hub of the Polish program seems to be 
the Prozamet enterprise, where 1,200 engineers are designing 
industrial complexes for Indonesia, the United Arab Republic, 
India, Brazil, Cuba, China and Czechoslovakia, 

Polish plans and designs are responsible for two steel plants 
and a computer factory in India; a foundry and tool plant in 
Brazil; two factories in Czechoslovakia, 

Negotiations with these and other nations are now underway for 
similar projects. Included are a factory for the United Arab Re- 
public; a structural steel plant and a machine tool factory for 
India; a shipyard and a rail freight car plant for Indonesia; fac- 
tories for Mongolia, North Korea and Ceylon, 

A key nation in the Polish foreign aid program is Cuba, and 
Polish engineers are now mapping plans for eleven industrial 
plants in that country, The Cubans have asked for a structural 
stee] factory, a machine tool factory, and an iron and steel 
foundry. Their value is calculated at $8 million, 

Seven of the nations receiving Polish assistance have been the 
recipients of United States aid, going back many years, The 
American aid, however, has done little good, 

India, for instance, has accepted $1.4 billion from this country; 
Indonesia, $408 million; Brazil, $782 million; Czechoslovakia, 
$191 million; Ceylon, $52 million; the United Arab Republic, 
$208 million; and Cuba, $53 million, 

. Most of those nations have been taking foreign aid from the 
Soviet Union as well, Communist technicians have designed and 
built large industria] plants in India, Both the U.S, and the Com- 
munist nations gave the Indonesian army planes, guns, tanks and 
other hardware for use in putting down an anti-Communist re- 


bellion. 


The Soviets are now building the second stage of the Aswan Dam 
in the UAR, and Czechoslovakia, too, has received aid from both 


nations, 


Note: The purpose of U.S, aid to Poland, namely to help the 
country break away from Moscow, has not been realized, Just 
five days after Polish Deputy Minister Piotr Jaroszewicz returned 
from Washington with the promise of $150 million more in foreign 
aid, four months ago, Soviet and Polish diplomats celebrated the 
fifteenth anniversary of the Polish-Soviet ‘‘friendship treaty." 

Polish diplomats in Warsaw lauded the USSR for its **much 
appreciated aid to solidify the socialist camp,” Boleslaw Jaszczuk, 
Polish Ambassador to Russia, spoke over Radio Moscow to thank 
the Soviets for their great help in “the growth of Polish industrial 
potential,** He went on to stress the undying alliance between the 
two nations, and to attack the West's position on “peaceful co- 
existence,’ disarmament, and ‘““German imperialism,"* 

(EDITOR'S NOTE: How did your Senators and Congressman 
vote on the issues of Foreign Aid and Aid to Satellite Nations? 


You can check this by reference to THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN 


Conservative Index, which will be found in this issue, Column 
No, 3, in both the House and the Senate, tabulate the votes on 
Foreign Aid, while Column No, 4 in the Senate records the vote 


on Aid to Communist Nations). 





“Conference with other nations and cooperation for specific 
goals, yes, but surrender of our Army and Navy to foreign con- 
trol, and yield to aliens at the head of world government the 
power of taxation and the regulation of immigration to this free 


land of ours - never! 


Any such step would end all freedom,” 


---The Hon, Nelson S, Dilworth 
California State Senator 





No Compromise In This Case 


(Reprinted from THE VALLEY 
EVENING MONITOR, McAllen, 
Texas) 


Symptomatic of our times and 
particularly indicative that this 


considered a conservative, is 
deploring what he considers to 


who have “expressed either in 
print or personally, great un- 


least, that a little poison will 
do us no harm, 

The question is this: Shall 
a man have a total] right to own 
property privately? 

Not a word of that question 
can be omitted for each one is 
vital to the understanding of 
our times, 

This question must be ans- 
wered YES or NO, Some seek 
to eliminate the word ‘“‘total*’’ 
from the question, They wish it 
to be understood that a man 
should have a right to own 
property under some circum- 
stances; or some types of pro- 
perty; or property up to a cer- 
tain value, 

But they are unwilling to face 
the issue, They don’t want to 


FACT NO. 7—The. flying of the Panama- He could have warned that 
nian flag was actively sought by persons 
high in political life in our own country, 
some university professors, and some rad- 
ical propagandist publications — all mak- 
ing no secret that they favor “‘multilater- 
glization”’ of the Canal under the OAS and 
“‘{nternationalization’”’ under the UN. 

FACT NO. 8—Panamanian leaders, the 
Panamanian Press, and Radio Station Bal- 
boa have stated quite frankly that the fly- 
ing of the Panamanian flag was to be a 
SYMBOL upon which other demands 
would be based. 

FACT NO. 9 — The United States Army 
has voiced strong opposition to the flying 
of the Panamanian flag and the U. 8. 
House of Representatives adopted a reso- 
lution in opposition by an overwhelming 
380-12 vote. ; 

FACT NO. 10 — The Canal Zone was 
never a part of Panamanian sovereignty. 


decide whether a man has a 
right to total private owner- 
ship or only a right to own. 
that portion of what he earns 
that “society” or “govern- 
ment** decides he should keep, 

But if this compromise, this 
halting approach is taken as 
an answer, then, without even 
facing up 10 the issue we have 
decided AGAINST private 
ownership and private property. 
For if a man has a right to 
own, that right is total, 

If he does not have that right 
then any discussion about the 


use, occupation and control of the Canal 
Zone “te the entire exclusion of the exer- 
cise by the Republic of Panama of any 
such sovereign rights, power or author- 
ity.” 

FACT NO. 2—The United States has ex- 
ercised jurisdiction and the United States 
flag has flown alone for 50 years. 

FACT NO. 3—The very existence of the 
Republic of Panama, which had just se- 
ceded from Colombia, depended on the 
protection of the United States under this 
treaty. 

FACT NO. 4 — The Thompson-Urrutia 
Treaty of 1914, between the United States 
and Colombia, resolved any possible mis- 
understandings concerning the U. 8. posi- 
tion in Panama. 

FACT NO. 5 — Even Bg a. te 
Treaty, proclaimed in 1939, ut au- 
thorization or direction by Congress, did 
not impair our exclusive sovereign con 
trol. Although other accessory powers 
were limited by the Eisenhower-Remon 
Treaty of 1955, which was also negotiated 


by refusing to allow us the use 
of their men and materiel, we 


--goals that are utterly un- 
real in an era in which Com- 
munism's leader tells the West:’ 
**We will bury you,”* 

The President, unfortunately, 
is a captive of State Depart- 
ment officials who seek not vic 
tory but coexistence, He also 
is the captiveof **liberal” opin- 
ion which places the interests 
of other nations ahead of the 


slightly more practical ap- 
proach to the problem, She 
comments: ‘Any compromise 
between bread and poison, is 
death,” 

What we believe Mr, Moley 
has not seen is that in our own 
age some of the most vital 
contradictory policies and 
problems of all time have bub- 
bled to the surface asking for 








No man is both slave and free, 
more than a man is both 
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Tito—Past and Present 


(Reprinted from Chattanooga NEWS-FREE PRESS) 


Let us look backward for a moment: 

When Yugoslavia was conquered by 
the Nazis in World War II, the world 
hailed the bravery and vigor of the 
Chetnik guerrilla forces of Yugoslavs 
who were led by Gen. Mikhailovich. 

But Mikhailovich, despite his bril- 
liant actions, was not the only guer- 
rilla leader, There also was Marshal 
Tito, a Communist who was supported 


by the Russians. 


In one of the most shameful sell- 
outs of modern ‘times, the support 
of the Western Allies was withdrawn 
from Mikhailovich. His unsupported 
forces became weakened and in time 
the brave fighter for Yugoslav free- 
dom against both Nazi and Communist 
captured by Tito. 
What followed was a political murder 


domination was 
in the guise of a trial. 


With Mikhailovich dead, Tito 
atrengthened his Communist dictator- 
ship in Yugoslavia. Tito had a falling 
out with Russia—but not over Com- 
‘munism. He simply wanted to be the 


dominant Communist himself. 


And so foolish policymakers in our 
shameful programs 
which have made American taxpayers 
subsidize the Communism of the Tito 


nation adopted 


dictatorship in Yugoslavia. 


Now let us look to current events 


for a moment: 





er front. 


sidizing Tito. 


world today? 


Yesterday jn New York, the Presi- 
dent of the United States sat down to 
laugh and talk with Mikhailovich's 
murderer. The President of the United 
States laughed and talked in cozy 
fashion with a Communist dictator. 

This was the same Communist who 
only a few minutes before Lad taken 
the floor of the UN to reiterate his 
full support of the Khrushchev pro- 
gram of uninspected “disarmament.” 
But that, even, was not enough, He 
called again for murderous Communist 
China, the aggressor which killed 
thousands of Americans in Korea, to 
be given a UN seat. And because West 
Germany hasn’t given in to Commu- 
nist threats and coercion, Tito at- 
tacked “militarism” in West Germany. 

This Tito is the man who murdered 
our wartime ally, his countryman. This 
is Tito the outright Communist, who 
is in his own way as évil as Khrush- 
chev, who simply operates on a broad- 


Yet our President visits him. And 
every American taxpayer has his 
earnings taken for the purpose of sub- 


Is there not in this example of 
American compromise with uncom- 
promising evil some hint of why free- 
dom has such ¢ difficult time in the 


Cuban Launching Pad 


@eprinted from Charleston 
(8.C,) NEWS & COURIER) 


ippines. Now that Fidel Castro has 
welcomed them to Cuba, the Chi- 
nese Reds will be able to terrorize 
innocent Chinese in the lands to 
the south. Furthermore, they will 
have a launching pad for infiltra- 
tion of Chinese communities in the 
United States. 











DISGUSTE 


NON-VOTERS 


(Reprinted from VALLEY 
EVENING MONITOR of Mc- 
Allen, Texas) 


Rose Wilder Lane, the fa- 
mous author, suggested ina re- 
cent letter that some effort 
should be made to tabulate the 
number of persons in this com- 
ing election who refuse to vote, 
on principle, 

She points out that there is 
& growing trend not of apathy, 
but of disgust, 

Mrs, Lane has reference to 
the growing number of persons 
who find little to choose from 
in an election, These are not 
the uninformed or the apathetic, 
Rather, these are the persons 
who are particularly well in- 
formed, And, as a result of the 
information they have they sus- 
pect that however they vote, 
little will result which they 
would feel was desirable, 

Some of them ask: ‘*What is 
the point, voting for Candidate 
A when Candidate B has much 
the same policy? We are given 
no real choice, Both parties 
move along the same lines in the 
same direction."* 

A person who has accurately 
figured out this fact is not par- 
ticularly interested either in 
voting or in the outcome of the 
voting by others, He is inter- 
ested in bringing about a change 
which would be so sweeping as 
to reverse the trend he now 
sees, Since he cannot do this 
under existing circumstances, 
he tends, in increasing num- 
bers, to boycott the polls, 

a matter of fact, there 
is no point at all voting for 
the “lesser of two evils,"" For 
any person who knowingly votes 
in favor of a lesser evil is 
still condoning and supporting 
evil, And as long as great hor- 
des of people go rushing to the 
polls in November to vote for 
evil (lesser or greater) so long 








parent to those who have studied 
the political picture is the fact 
that bureaucracies are almost 
always unresponsive to the will 
of the people, In the United 
States, the situation provides 
almost a classic example and 
provides further reason why 
people who are informed will 
not become overly excited at 
the November prospects, 

A bureaucracy is always 
characterized by the appoint- 
ment and hiring of specialists 
and “‘experts’’ who undertake 
to handle certain administrative 
details, Customarily, these 


.“*experts*’ are hired by the exe- 


cutive or someone acting for 
him, Hence, the authority of 
the executive clings to the ap- 
pointee as a sort of invisible 


|; “aura,** 


Over a period of time the 
executive or those acting for 
him. will have almost totally 
lost contact with the appointee, 
New appointees will be hired, 
but the older ones will not be 
discharged, 

Outside of government, where 
the grass roots of the nation live, 
the people may rise up in vir- 
tual rebellion, They will cry out 
against the mounting costs and 
other excesses, But their hos- 
tility will have to vent its for- 
ce almost uselessly against the 
‘executive or those speaking for 


him, The bureaucracy, whichis” 


actually doing the damage, is 
remote and untouchable, No 
avenues are open to reach it, 

This is the plight in the 
United States at this time, Thou- 
sands of American voters have 
already observed that a change 
in the titular head of the na- 
tion does little if anything to 
change policies or practices 
which continue to operate under 
the bureaucracy, 

All of these are reasons why 
we think Rose Wilder Lane is 
correct, and why a tabulation of 
the non-voters this Novernber 


Stump Logic 
(Reprinted from THE INDIANAPOLIS STAR) 


By a fascinating process of illogic, Chairman Henry 
M. Jackson of the Democratic National Committee has 
arrived at the conclusion that the chief difference be- 
tween the two party platforms on Federal aid to 
education is that the Democratic platform defends the 
principle of local and state control of education and the 
Republican platform doesn’t. 

He arrives at this amazing interpretation on the 
grounds that the Democrats are in favor of all kinds of 
Federal aid to education, while the Republicans propose 
to limit Federal aid to classroom construction. From this 
he deduces that the Republicans “apparently believe 
“that Congress and the Federal executive can best deter- 
mine the needs.” 


The truth is that any kind of a Federal aid program, 
whether for education or anything else, is based on the 
presumption that the Federal Congress and whatever 
Federal agency is to administer the program can de- 
termine the needs in and for that program better than 
the states and localities can. Every Federal aid program 
is aimed at establishing or enlarging an activity which 
the states have failed to establish, or have not operated 
on a big enough scale to suit the Federal government. 

No Federal aid program is established without speci- 
fications as to what is to be done with the money. The 
“liberals” found that out very suddenly after the 1958 
“Defense Education” law was enacted, and they've been 
complaining about it ever since. 


Congress is not going to vote billions of dollars for 
schoo! aid and then just hand it out to the states with 
no qualifications on its use. If it did, the resulting scan- 
dals in misappropriation of funds would make the 
developing highway program story look like the 
treasurer’s report of an afternoon bridge club. 

Any program providing Federal funds for public 
education means interference with local and state con- 
trol. Funds for classroom construction mean reduction 
of local and state freedom of choice in that field. Funds 
for all school purposes mean reduction of local and state 
freedom of choice in all facets of education for which 
the funds are employed. 

Plainly the Republican platform calls for less Federal 
intervention in public school affairs than does thé 
Democratic platform, because the Republican platform 
would limit this intervention to the single field of 
classroom construction. 











International Blackmail ? 


HUMAN EVENTS, Washing- 


ton newsletter, reports a ru- 
mor which could do much to 
explain this nation’s incredibly 
harsh treatment of Trujillo, and 
the Dominican Republic - our 


known for his Communist af- 
filiations and sympathies) in- 
sisted that action be taken 
against Trujillo, Otherwise, the 
rumor went, Venezuela would 


would be both informative and 
helpful, 








“PRIVATE SCHOOLS FOR ALL" by O, B, Johannsen, Provoca- 
tive essay on purpose of education, Why it should be conducted 
as private enterprise, 25¢ each, Write: Committee of One, 
825 Walnut Street, Roselle Park, New Jersey, 





only staunchly anti-Communist 
friends in Latin America or 
South America, Secretary of 
State Herter is related by mar- 
riage to Rockefeller interests - 
and the Rockefellers have ex- 
tensive oi] holdings in Vene- 
zuela, According to the rumor, 


expropriate approximately $3 
billion worth of American of] 
interests, 

And so, the United Stares sells 
its only real Latin-American 
friend down the river to pro- 
pa + a cata Rocke- 

r 
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DO YOU rei CAMPAIGN 
F 
CONSERVATISM IN THIS ELECTION? 


If you believe that the difference between Kennedy and 
Nixon — and the Democrat platform and the GOP platform — 
is so microscopic and so dangerous to Constitutional gov- 
ernment in the U.S., that it takes a Geiger counter to tell the 
difference between them, then you will want to buy and dis- 
tribute the ‘Campaign’ TAX FAX pamphlets, published by 

THE INDEPENDENT AMERICAN, 

The following four separate TAX FAX on campaign issues 
are available: / 

TAX FAX No. 21 — KENNEDY - PROFILE OF A LIBERAL. 
SOCIALIST 

TAX FAX No. 22 —- THE PLATFORM OF THE DEMOCRATIC 
PARTY — SOCIALISM AHEAD? 

TAX FAX No. 23 — NIXON = CAMPAIGN ORATORY Vs. 
NIXON'S RECORD — WILL NIXON APPOINT ROCKE- 
FELLER AS “SUPER-PRESIDENT'’? 

TAX FAX we. 24 — EIGHT YEARS OF ONE-PARTYISM 
Price list: Single ¢ = each, 20 for $1.00 100 
for $5.00, 250 fer $ 500 for $20.00, 000 fer $35.00 

The above ices apply whether you wish to order an 
assortment of all four, or a specific quantity of one or more 
TAX FAX pamphlets, 

If you want to HELP THE CONSERVATIVE CAUSE IN 
THIS ELECTION, buy a supply of TAX FAX pamphlets and 
distribute to your neighbors, civic club members, patriotic 
organizations, etc. If Kennedy or Nixon are scheduled to 
es cad seaitenth take coapligs TAN Te 
to a “er ’w se ca FAX 
distribute them to the audience. r sa 


ORDER TODAY! Send your check or order, 
plus quantity desired of each TAX FAX pomphlet to: 
THE INDE AMERICAN, P. 0. Box 4223, New 
Orleans, 18, La. 





FACTS PROVE COMPLETE FAILURE 
OF “RECIPROCAL TRADE” 


(Excerpts from the September 4, 1960, broadcast of the Manion 
Forum Network, The following remarks are those made by Con- 
gressman Noah M, Mason of Illinois), 


Our Reciprocal Trade Agreements Program has been in effect 
26 years, What has it accomplished? The four reasons given for 
its enactment in the first place were: 

(1) That it would advance world peace; 

(2) That it would make for world prosperity; 

(3) That it would bring about amity among the nations; and 

(4) That it would remove world trade barriers, 

Has it accomplished any one of these four objectives? 

Has the first objective--world peace--been advanced? During 
the 26 years the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act has been on 
the books wé have had World War Il, We have had the Korean 
War. We have had the so-called Spanish Civil War, 

We have had 13 years of war in Indo-China, We have had trouble 
between England and Egypt, between India and Pakistan, We have 
had Communist Russia extending her Iron Curtain beyond her 
borders until] she now has control and domination over 900 million 
people instead of the 300 million Russians at the close of World 
War Il, Can anyone truthfully say world peace has been advanced 
by our Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act? 

And what about world prosperity, the second objective of the 
Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act? Are we any nearer world 
prosperity today than we were in 1934 when the program was in- 
stituted? 

To try to bring about world prosperity we have given away over 
$140 billion in the last 20 years--$60 billion lend-lease during 
the war and $80 billion since the war--to say nothing of the $300 
billion we have spent for national] defense in the cold war, 

Has world prosperity been advanced by the Act? Certainly our 
own prosperity has not been advanced, because we are in debt 
today to the tune of over $275 billion, which is more than all the 
other nations of the world put together owe--and more than twice 
as much as all the nations of Europe put together owe, 

Has good will and amity among men been advanced by the 
Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act? My answer is: Not so anybody 
can notice it, 

Finally, have world-trade barriers been reduced or removed? 
Do we have a freer flow of goods today across national borders 
than we had in 1984? 

While world tariff walls have been lowered, other obstacles or 
barriers more effective than tariffs have been erected in their 
place, such as import and export licenses, trade preferences, 
currency manipulations, multiple currencies, quotas, subsidies, 
— trading, the European common market freeze-out, and so 

orth, 

It is a fact, and we must face it, that, under the Reciprocal 
Trade Agreements Act, practically every foreign country that has 
lowered its tariff walls has erected other barriers against United 
States imports--thereby nullifying the effect of their tariff con- 
cessions or reductions, 

In the face of these facts--and they are cold, hard facts--can 
anyone say our 26 years of experience under our so-called 
Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act has been a success from the 
standpoint of its effect upon our American economy? Has it been 
a benefit to American workmen? The answer to both questions, 
of course, is **No*’! 

In addition to the advantages we have given foreign nations under 
our Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act, during the past 15 years 
we have poured out to war-torn foreign nations some $75 billion 
to rebuild their factories; to replace their worn-out or war- 
destroyed machinery with our modern machinery--thus creating 
competitors for us in both the foreign markets and in our own 
American market, 


So, today we face the question: Is the United States being priced 
out of the world market? It certainly begins to look that way. 
One thing is absolutely certain: The United States is facing 
increased competition in world markets, 

Today, for the first time in our history, we have an unfavorable 
world trade balance, In 1958, our unfavorable world trade balance 
was to the tune of $3,4 billion, In 1959, it was $3,7 billion, What 
it will be in 1960 we do not know as yet, But we do know that no 
nation on earth can run a deficit in its international trade balance 
of this magnitude very long without going on the rocks, 

Under the guise of seeking allies and friends in an unfriendly 
world, the starry-eyed reformers in the State Department have 
issued what may be termed death sentences to hundreds of Ameri- 
can industries and destroyed millions of American jobs, 

Among the American industries that have already been dealt 
damaging body blows by the tremendous imports that are flooding 
our markets today are: 

Fishing, glassware, pottery, jeweled-watch, sewing machine, 
fur, glove, and textile, Large imports of these manufactured 
goods are flooding our markets and destroying the jobs of 
Americap factory workers, There is such a disparity in 
labor costs between European and American labor that three 
workers can be employed in Europe for what it costs to 
employ one in America, 


To correct this situation I introduced H.R, 10181, If passed, 
my bill would deprive the President of all powers with respect to 
trade agreements, and transfer those powers back to the Congress 
and to the United States Tariff Commission, where they 
previous to the enactment of the Reciproca] Trade Agreements 
Act, 


The Giveaway of Strength 


By Thurman Sensing 
(Reprinted from Southern States Industrial Council BULLETIN) 


The United States will change 
from a “have” nation to a “have- 
not” nation unless it ceases to 
export hard-earned capital in 
government-to-government for- 
eign aid. Indeed foreign aid pro- 
grams are the most direct way 
to deprive a capitalist nation of 
the substance of its strength. 


In a recent proposal to Congress, President 
Eisenhower asked for $600 million in emergency 
aid for Latin American countries. But that is only 
a drop in the giveaway bucket. Under Secretary 
of State Douglas Dillon disclosed that, in his judg- 
ment, as much as $10 billion of U.S. funds may 
have to be spent to raise Latin nations to a plane 
of reasonable prosperity. 


For Africa, the President has already asked for 
$100 million for emergency use in the Congo— 
and that is just the beginning. The United States 
pays most of the UN bills, and the occupation of 
the Congo alone by the UN could easily last an- 
other ten years. In addition, UN o are 
talking in terms of hundreds of millions in “emer- 
gency” aid to r African regimes. The new 
nation of Somalia, for instance, on the Horn of 
Africa jutting into the Indian Ocean, is utterly 
dependent upon subsidies. It is not difficult to 
see that such demands upon American capital will 
mushroom within the next few years. Of the new 
African nations (actually that word is a misnomer 
for they are without the means of true independ- 
ence) not one is fully capable of supporting itself. 


Already, the United States has nine government 
agencies, the business of which is to give to for- 
—— money which U.S. citizens earn by their 
labor and skills. The agencies are the Export- 
Import Bank, International Bank for Reconstruc- 
tion and Development, International Monetary 
Fund, International Finance Agency, Develop- 
ment Loan Fund, Inter-American Development 
Bank, International Development Association, In- 
ternational Cooperation Agency, and the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 


The taxpayers are tricked in some cases into 
helieving that funds poured out by these agencies 
are not gifts but loans. However, anyone who in- 
quires into the character of these “loans” finds 
that repayment is to be in what economists euphe- 


mistically refer to as “soft” currencies, Another 
and more .accurate description is “worthless” 
currencies, 


In many instances, the vast sums given away 
overseas go direct to the pockets of unscrupulous 
politicians. In some cases, they actually help ad- 
vance the communist cause. Consider Laos, the 
South Asian country. Only last year it was learned 
that tremendous waste of U.S. funds was taking 
place in that country. Then in August there was 
an anti-American revolt despite the American 
financial aid. To make it all the more shocking, 
the leader of the anti-American revolt has re- 
cently completed a training course subsidized by 
the U.S. Examples of this kind of international. 
mess can be found wherever the U.S. is dumping 
capital. 


World communism has no more helpful tool 
than the American practice of taking money from 
citizens at home and exporting it to lands across 
the seas, It wins no friends for the United States 
and renders U.S. individuals and communities 
less able to add to the productive plant of the 
American Republic. 


ion. there are friendly nations that 
need help. But the way to help them is for the - 
U.S. government to encourage American free 
enterprise to invest in those lands, to assure those 
companies that investments will be protected, and 
to inform foreign nations that a capitalist nation 
believes in private aid through investment, not 
socialist giveaways. If U.S. free enterprise were 
encouraged and protected, the need for govern- 
ment-to-government aid would disappear. Share- 
holders in the United States would profit, and 
foreign lands would make real gains. The person- 
nel of U.S. corporations know much more about 
hel ing a country develop a strong economy than 
do the bureaucrats of Washington and the U.N. 


The success of socialism in the United States 
is evident in the abysmal failure of the public to 
realize that private investment is the way to 
help other nations, The government's policy of 

ring billions into chaos will cure none of the 
lis of the so-called “underdeveloped” world but 
will, most assuredly, weaken the United States at 
the — time when it faces its gravest challenge 
from the masters of world communism, It is no 
exaggeration to say that the national securit 
lepends upon halting the great giveaway of capi- 
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